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3794. By 1\Ir. SPEAKS : Petition signed by 15 citizens of 

Columbus, Ohio, urging support of Senate bill 476 and House 
bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to men who 
served in the armed forces of the United States during the 
Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3795. Also, .petition signed .by 51 citizens of Columbus, Ohio, 
urging support of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing 
for increased rates of pension to men who served in the armed 
forces of the United States during the Spanish War period; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3796. By Mr. ZIHLMAN : Petition of citizens of Hancock, 
Md., urging immediate and favorable action on House bill 2562 
and Senate bill 476, providing for increased rates of pension to 
Spanish-American .war veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY., January 30, 1930 

·(Legis~atwe day of Monday, Janu(lll·v 6, 1930) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ashurst George Kean Sheppard 
Baird Gillett J Kendrick Shipstead 
Barkley Glass Keyes Shortridge 
Bingham Glenn La Follette Simmons 
Black Goff McKellar Smith 
Blease Goldsborough McMaster Smoot 
Borah Gould McNary Steiwer 
Bratton Greene Metcalf Sullivan 
Brookhart Grundy Moses Swanson 
Broussard Hale Norbeck Thomas, Idaho 
Capper Harris Norris Townsend 
Connally Harrison Nye Trammell 
Copeland Hastings Oddie Tydings 
Couzens Hatfield Overman Vandenberg 
Cutting Hawes Patterson Wagner 
Deneen Hebert Phipps Walcott 
Dill Heflin Pine Walsh, Mass. 
Fess Howell Ransdell Walsh, Mont. 
Fletcher Johnson Robinson, Ind. Watson 
l!'razier Jones Robsion, Ky. Wheeler 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the junior Senator 
from Utah [Mr. KING] is necessarily detained from the Senate 
by illness. I will let this announcement stand for the day. 

I also wish to announce that the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. CARAWAY] and the Senator from· Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINEl] 
are absent on business of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to announce that my colleague the 
junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. STEPHENS] is also de
tained from the Senate by illness. This announcement may 
stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
Mr. COPELAND presented petitions numerously signed by 

sundry citizens of the State of New York, praying for the pas
sage of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War 
veterans, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Brooklyn 
and New York City, N.Y., praying for the passage of legislation 
granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and widows 
of veterans, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GOULD presented a petition of sundry citizens of Blaine 
and Mars Hill, in the State of Maine, praying for the passage 
of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War veter
ans, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark 
and vicinity, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage 
of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War v~ter
ans, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented a memorial of members of 
the Brown Memorial Presbyterian Church, of Baltimore, Md., 
remonstrating against any revision of the existing calendar un
les:!! a proviso be included definitely guaranteeing the preserva
tion of the continuity of the weekly cycle without the insertion 
of blank days, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. NYE presented 62 resolutions adopted by branches of the 
North Dakota Federation of the General Federation of Women's 
Clubs favoring the prompt ratification of the proposed World 
Court' p.rotocol, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. VANDENBERG presented a resolution adopted by the 
Common Council of the city of Detroit, Mich., favoring the pas-

sage of legislation designJI.ting October 11 as a memorial day fo~ 
Gen. Casimir Pulaski, Revolutionary War hero, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Lodge No. 8, Inter
national Shipmasters' Association of the Great Lakes at Marine 
City, and Harbor No. 14, International Shipmasters' Associa
tion of the Great Lakes, at St. Clair, in the State of Michigan, , 
protesting against the passage of legislation to provide for the l 
establishment of shipping commissioners at ports on the Great ; 
Lakes, which were referred to the Co:rp.mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a letter in the nature of a memorial from 
the Chamber of Commerce, of Menominee, Mich., remonstrating 
against the passage of legislation to provide for the establish
ment of shipping commissioners at ports on the Great Lakes, 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

FAMINE CONDITIONS IN CHINA 
Mr. HARRIS. I present a telegram in the nature of a petition 

from Claude L. Whaley, president of the Macon (Ga.) Kiwanis . 
Club, urging the Government to give relief to famine conditions 
in China, which I ask may be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the . 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in, ! 
the RECORD, as follows : 1 

[Telegram] 

MACON, GA., January 15, 19SO. 
Senator W. J. HARRIS, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Kiwanis Club of Macon by resolution to-day respectfully urge our 

Government to take immediately every possible step to assist in allevi
ating appalling famine conditions in China. Feel sure you will use 
the power of your high office at once to the end that human beings 
may not perish .from hunger. This club stands ready to assist in any, · 
way it can. 

CLAUDE L. WHALEY, 

President Macon Kiwanis (Jlub. 

OIL AND COAL LANDS IN ALASKA 
Mr .. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent to present, in the 1 

nature of a petition or memorial, a resolution passed by the 
Commercial Club of Ketchikan, Alaska, with regard to changing ' 
the laws relating to coal and oil lands in Alaska. As it is brief : 
and important, I ask that it may be referred to the Committee 

1 on Territories and Insular Affairs and printed at the proper 1 
place in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the matter was referred to the Com- 1 

mittee on Territories and Insular Affairs and ordered to be , 
printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

KETCHIKAN, ALASKA, February 8, 1929. 
CHAIRMAN SEKATE COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES, 

Washington~ D. 0. 
DEAR SIR : This club has given study t'o and has indorsed the fol

lowing resolution which originated with and was adopted by the Cor- ' 
dova (Alaska) Chamber of Commerce at its regular meeting on De
cember 7, 1928. 

"Resolved, That it is !or the greatest good of the Territory of Alask~ 
and it is absolutely necessary to its development, that all leasing laws 
relating to oil or coal lands and the act of Congress of 1912 relating 
to placer ground be repealed, and that the TeiTitory of Alaska be again 
placed under the former laws relating to the acquisition of public lands 
tor mining use under which the western part of the United States has 
been developed and made populous and prosperous." · 

Yours respectfully, 
COMMERCIAL CLUB OF KETCHIKAN, 

By FRANK S. SHELTON, Seoretary. 

REFERENCE OF CERTAIN. PAPERS 
Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented papers to accompany the 

bill ( S. 2877) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant a right 
of way for street purposes upon and across the Holabird Quar
termaster Depot Military Reservation, in the State of Mary
land, heretofore introduced by him, which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 2878) 
to authorize Brig. Gen. William S. Thayer, Auxiliary Officers' 
Reserve Corps, and Brig. Gen. William H. Welch, Auxiliary 
Officers' Reserve Corps, to accept the awards of the French 
Legion of Honor, heretofore introduced by him, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 
Mr. PHIPPS, as in open executive session, from the Com

mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported sundry post
office nominations, which were ordered to be placed on the 
Executive Calend~r. 
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Mr. fOOT, ns fn op n xecutive . ion, from the Com-

mitt on Finan· , r porl d undry n miuntlon.· in the Cus-
t m. ;• rvlc •, which w re ord red to be plac d on the Executive 
Onl uclur. 

c 

AT.I...OWA OF RF!l'IRED ENLI TED M.EN 

1\!r. II 
a hill for r fer 11 

[Th lt!'tlr d fen's N ws, a national monthly, publi bed by General 
Uut't'IRon Gray Otis PoRt, No. 1Ci37, Veternn of Foreign Wars of the 
Unit <.1 tnt ; of Los Angeles, Calif.] · 

ARCADIA, CALli'., JanuarJI !1, 19~0. 

Th lion. A lUICL M. UORTRIDGiil, 
Wa811i11Qtatl, D. 0. 

Dll n 'EN TOR : As n frl<'nd to the ex· ervlce man, especlnlly the 
pant h W r veteran, I r p ctfnlly request your kind aid to us lu 

conn ·tloo with the following: 
li. R. 2GG , lntrodu ·eu in tbe Ilou by Congr sman W. FaANK 

JA~u~s, s lQl to give a d nt ltvlng allowance to retired nlisted men, 
who numi.Jer approximately 10,000 that have served 30 or more years. 

As w<.' ur roo tly Spanish War veterans, and realizing your frlendll
n s to this clnss of veteran, we feel you wlll more readily under
stand our requc t and favor u by introducing a lmilar mea ure in 
th · ,'t>nut . 

Klmlly do not confu . thl with the propo ed pay adjustment for the 
N .t•vlc . Ev n it thl propo ed pny adju tmt>nt Is enacted, It will bene
fit th lowl'r gra<l enll ted man on the reUt·e~ 11 t almo t next to 
nolhlng. I•'or tbls r · n on we are e peclully intere ·ted in tb increase 
in allOWt\llC . 

Tbanldn • you tor :your con hleratlou, I am, very re pectfully, 
1. H. Ho.li:PPEL, Manaoer. 

PRESERVATio.- OF S RATOGA B.\.TTLE Flll:LD 

l\!r. COPELAND submitted the following concurrent resolu
tion (S. Con. Re. 24), which wa referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

Be it resolved by til,{} Senate (the House of Representatives concur
rl11g), That a select committee be appointed by the Pre ·ident of the 

enute, to act with n. similar committee to be appointed by the Speaker 
of the Hou e, to di cuss and devi,e ways and means for the preserva
tion of the Saratoga battle field, in the State of New York, 8B a 
national shrine, commemorntlng this famous battle of our war of inde
pendence, such committee to consist on the ptut of the Hou e of five 
memb rs : Be it further 

Resolved, That the sum of $10,000 be hereby appropriated for the 
expenses of the committee, such sum to be drawn upon vouchers ap
proved by the chairman of said committee. 

REPRESENTATIVE CHARLES Y. STEDMAN, OF NORTH CAROLINA 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, on y terday the W.a hington 

ta'r announced that Maj. CHARLES l\1. STEDMAN, a Member of 
the H(\U e of Repre entatives from the tate of North Carolina, 
who i. 9 year old, had made the statement that he would 
not lJ a .candidate for reelection to Congr . The paper al o 
tates, which i true, that Major TEDMAN 1 the la t ex- ldier 

on either side of the conflict of 1 61-65 now in ongr . The 
la ·t of the Union troops wa enator Wan n, the last of the 
Confed('rate troop Major TEDMA..'V. A picture was made ome 
time ago of these two di tinguished American. ·ide by ide. 
One had worn the blue and the other had worn the gray. 

ixty-five years have come and gone since th roar of mu -
ketry and the thunder of artillery died away and the War be
tween the tate~ wa ended. Brave men on oppo ing sid had 
fought for four year for the settlement of two question that 
had never been settl d until that war settled them, the que -
tion of lavery and the que ti<>n of seces.ion. Doctor Elli tt, 
a northern man, in his hi tory of our country aid that these 
qu(! Uons were nev€'1" ..,ettled until th war settled them. 

Her was a remarkable ituation that two men, one from 
the North and one from the outh, fighting on oppo. ing ide 
in the <>Teat war in the settlement of a qu tion which would 
fix finally and forever the statu of the Federal nion, later 
in the Capital of a great and reunited people hould erve to

th r, on from the North and one from the outh, working 
t "'ether for the good of our ·ommon country. 'Ve all gr('atly 
re p cted and loved enator Warren, a fine pecimen of Ameri
can manhood. 

I have known Major TEDMAN for a number of year . He 
has be n pointed out many times a the man who looked most 
like Robert E. Lee. General Lee was hi chieftain. He fol
lowed him nobly and bravely during the War between the tates. 
Major STEDMAN i an able man, a man of deep conviction and 
.a man of uperb courage, a product of the chivahic • outh when 
knighthood wa in flower. Now, God ble him. He is ap
proaching his ninetieth year and we all r gret to see him leave 
the work that he ha. bet>n doing o ably and well. He carries 
with him not only our high respect and great esteem but our 
love. He ha grown old nobly, grandly, ~erenely, and joy
ouslv. He i the most che rful and patient of men, alway 
abounding in good cheer. 

In his pa~ ·ing out of Congr _s, Mr. Pr ident, the la t of 
tho·e who followed G'rant and the la t of tho e who followed 
Lee will have gone out of the 'ongr s of our country. What 
a contribution they have made to the hi to1·y of their country! 
What trong, stalwart manhood is repre · nted by the two ot 
them, citizens of the greatest country in all the world! Our 
internal differences all settled once and fo'r all, we are, in deed 
and in truth, a reunited people; and, as I have aid here be
fore. one people, one country, one flag. 

Mr. President, for tho e who love Major STEDMAN and who 
hail from the section that followed Lee and Jack'on, I want 
to ... ay to my comrades in the service here that the "'outh stand 
ready to follow faithfully where,·e-r Old Glory bar her beauty 
to the breeze. 

Mr. 'IMMONS. Mr. Pre~ident, I hope tbe enate will indulge 
me for a moment while I expre s in behalf of the people of 
·orth Carolina my appreciation of the eloquent tribute the 
enator fr m Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] has paid t Major 
TEDMAN. 
\ hen fir t I came to thi body, Mr. Pre ·ident, a large per

centage of its member hip was compo d of men who had borue 
arm and who had participated in the Civil War upon one side 
or the other in that tremendou conflict. All of those have 
pa ·ed away. Probably neither thi body nor the Hou:e of 
Representative will ever again have a Member who was ac
tively engaged in that great struggle. But few of them r main. 
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Major STEDMAN ls one of that few. The people of North Caro
lina not only have taken delight in honoring him but he has 
enjoyed the friendship and the love of our people to a very 
remarkable degree. About 20 years ago he was elected to the 
House of Representatives. He bas had no opposition in our 
party for his seat since that time, and, Mr. President, if he 
desired to do so, he could remain a Member of the House 
without opposition in North Carolina to the last minute of his 
life. 

Major STEDMAN is an &ble man, a great man, the very embodi
ment of chivalry and of honor. His career during the Civil 
'Var was one which won him honor and distinction. No braver 
man ever walked the earth than Major STEDMA.l~; no more faith
ful, patriotic citizen ever lived in the State of North Carolina 
than Major STFIDMAN. No citizen has been born to that State 
in my day and generation who was so universally loved as is 
Major STEDMAN to-day by every man, woman, and child in that 
State. The time that the Senate has spent paying tribute to 
this great man has not been wasted. A nation that does not 
cherish the memory of its great men, Mr. President, is a nation 
that must eventually perish from the earth. 

PR.OHffiiTION ENFORCEMENT IN THEJ DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I notice in one of the Washing
ton newspapers this morning it is stated that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia is divided on the prohibition question, 
and the article puts me down on the side of those who are called 
the" wets." I thought I bad previously made my position plain, 
but before I proceed I will say that if those who were instru
mental in having me made a member of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia have the slightest idea that I could be 
classed as a wet, as is stated by this newspaper, if it is their 
desire, I shall take great pleasure in resigning from member
ship on that committee. 

The article to which I refer speaks of the Howell bill. If 
those who are opposed to that measure expect to defeat it by my 
vote, either as a member of that committee or as a Member of 
this body, they will be very much mistaken. On the 16th day 
of this month I made a statement, which is recorded in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at page 1709, as follOWS: 

I hope those who bave charge of the enforcement of the eighteenth 
amendment will get what they ask for in the w:;ty of appropriations. 
So far as my vote goes, I expect to vote for whatever amount of money 
th<'Y want, without limit. I expect to vote for whatever laws are 
offered to assist in the enforcement of this law, which I believe to be 
constitutional. Under no conditions or circumstances would I or shall 
I ever cast a ballot to deprive any man of the rlght of trial by jury. 
I shall not discuss that now, but at the proper time I shall give my 
reasons for that position. I want to see all the laws enforced. 

That is my position, Mr. President, on the prohibition ques
tion. 

When a man does not know how his State stands on a propo
sition it is his duty to do what, after careful consideration, he 
believes to be for the best interests of those people; but when 
the people of a State have expressed themselves at the ballot box 
in favor of a certain measure or policy a true representative 
carries out to the best of his ability that vote. 

But, whether my State is a prohibition State or not, my peo
ple vote for prohibition, and I f)hall not as a Member of this 
body vote to amend or to repeal the eighteenth amendment or 
any section of the Volstead law. No matter what my individual 
opinion may be, that is my position as a Member of this body. 

I shall vote for any bill that will help abate the vice and 
crime that is rampant in this city and that is being winked at 
by higher-up officials. I do not have to be told what I am talk
ing about; I know what I am talking about. And when the 
daughter or son of one of those who dispute what I say comes 
home drunk-dead or worse--they will believe. If the Howell 
bill will remove from certain apartment houses and from other 
places dens of vice and corruption of the meanest and worst 
kind which are being operated and where vice is practiced night 
after night in this city, then I am for the Howell bill; and the 
newspaper this morning in its report is very much mistaken 
when it indicates to the contrary. 

Mr. President, I made a statement on this floor in reference 
to whisky and dope being sold within the shadow of the Capitol 
of this Nation. I have in my hand a clipping from a news
paper stating that the old Mades Hotel, a great place in its day, 
was padlocked a few days ago. That old hotel is nearer the 
Capitol than the place where $5,000 worth of dope was taken a 
few days ago. 

I also have in my hand another newspaper clipping stating 
that the law-enforcement plan in this city is called a boon by 
the people dealing in real estate. In that article, Mr. President, 
these people admit, so far as certain vices ar:e concerned, the 

very thing that I charged upon this floor. I have, if you please, 
four other articles, which I ask permission to have printed in 
the RECORD, and in order to make my own position more clear, 
if it be possible, I ask to have published in the RECORD an inter
view printed yesterday in the New York Herald Tribune, which 
was given out by me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without object~on, the interview 
and the articles referred to will be printed in the RECOIID. · 

The interview and articles are as follows : 
[From the New York Herald Tribune, Wednesday, January 29, 1930} 

Senator CoLE BLEASE, Democrat, of South Carolina: 
"I am a great believer in the people and in the rule of the people, 

and I believe in submitting whenever practicable all questions to the 
people for their decision ; and I think the eighteenth amendment and 
the Volstead law should have been submitted to the people. Had they 
so been submitted, and the majority of the white people of this country 
voted for them, they would be obeyed and as well enforced to-day as any 
other law on our statute books or in our Constitution. 

" I believe in the election of jndges by the people, and I believe in the 
election of all officers, from President of the United States to the coro
ner of each county, by a popular vote of the white people of this coun
try. I have so advocated in the legislature of my State, on the tloor ot 
the Senate, and on many occasions on the rostrum. 

"If a proposition should be submitted to the Senate to submit any 
question to the American people for settlement I shall certainly cast 
my vote for it. 

" I will vote against the repeal of the eighteenth amendment if the 
proposition is submitted to the Senate, but I shall never vote to deprive 
the people of my country of having the privilege to decide any question 
by a majority of their votes, and when my State casts her vote for or 
against any measure I shall abide by the expression of my people 
through their ballot." 

[From the Washington Post, January 24, 1930] 

PADLOCK ORDER ASKED FOR FAMED OLD HOTEL-LIQUOR CHARGES PLACED 
.AGAINST MADES, ONCE CAPITAL FAVORITE 

The Mades Hotel at 300 Pennsyl·vania Avenue NW., one-time haunt 
of Washington's socially prominent, again came into the public eye yes
terday when the Goverment tiled papers in the District Supreme Court 
seeking to padlock the establishment for a year for alleged violation of 
the national prohibition act. 

Pending hearing on the petition to padlock, Justice .Alfred .A. Wheat 
issued a temporary injunction restraining the owners and occupants 
from violating the law. Those named as defendants are Mirtello Bell, 
operator of the hotel ; William 0. Bell, Ellen Stanley, and Thomas 
Yarbro, employees, and Franklin D. Mades, owner. 

.Action of United States Attorney Leo .A. Rover and Capt. Harold W. 
Orcutt follows a raid on the establishment several weeks ago by Sergt. 
Oscar Letterman and his vice squad. .At that time the police alleged 
they found considerable liquor and made several arrests. 

Shortly before the raid the hostelry received considerable publicity as 
the result of the death of William Sykes. The man, who died shortly 
after he was taken to the hospital, was discovered in an alley in the 
rear of the hotel, while certain articles of his clothing were found in the 
place. Six men are under indictment on charges df manslaughter in 
connection with the death of Sykes, and on Tuesday one of these, Henry 
King, was sentenced to 180 days in jail on a charge of having assaulted 
the Government's principal witness in the case. 

The Mades Hotel is probably the last of those hostelries, in and about 
the National Capital, which date their opening to ante-bellum days. 
~rected in 1848 by Charles B. Mades, sr., the building bas been con
tinuously used ever since, more than 81 years, as a hotel. 

For 27 years the elder Mades conducted the establishment and then 
in 1875 passed the management to his eldest son, Charles B., jr., who 
held it for 43 years, or until his death in 1918. The father died in 
1915. 

With the passing of Charles, jr., the heirs, two brothers and three 
sisters, all of whom are still living and residents of Washington, decided 
to place the famous old hotel on the auction block. They are Franklin 
D. and Nicholas .A. Mades, Mrs. Minnie McDermott, Mrs. J . .A. Spring
man, and Mrs. Louis Luh. 

Mades, or, as it was more commonly known during the Harrison, 
Cleveland, and McKinley administrations, " Bennie's Place," a nickname 
given Charles Mades, jr., gained a national reputation for the excellence 
of its cuisine. 

It was there that fowl were killed on the premises, dressed, and 
cooked while the epicurean waited, while frogs and fresh-water fish were 
taken from a fountain in the rear, skinned or scaled, and served the 
awaiting diner. 

Men famous in the legislative, political, and financial history of the 
country have at one time or another made .Mades Hotel their headquar
ters. .A quorum of the Senate was not an uncommon attendance at the 
famous tavern. · 
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Sp ~nkcr Tom R eel, R('nntors Voorlle s, Turple, Blackburn, Hanna, 

and P nr . e wl.'rc rr(•qu •ntcr. of Mndcs. It was also n favorite haunt 
for nwmll r of th '. rourtb stnte. . 

[I•'l'om the Wn htn ~ton aily N ws, January 24, 1930] 
LA W· ENF n (,} tE. 'T I, LA~ CALLED BOON DY RI!IALTOBS 

By Murtha Strayer 
Wu11hlngton r nl·<' tu t t1 nl 1'1"1 handling large rental bu. lne. s believe 

couprrntlou betw n the real e tnte board and the District attorney's 
olll·c• may h<'IP tll lot•al In.w-cn!orcement situation. 

'l'hl•. niNo b U ve It may lv some of tb ir own difficulties as regards 
r<•ntlng propcrtlf'll to lnw violators. 

'l'll Nt'WH ·all d upon a number of promin nt t• al-e tate firms for 
<'Olllllll'llt on th otTer o! .John A. Petty, ecr ttlry of the real estate 
bont·<l, to op n the record of bis office to District Attorney Rover. 
ll('rt ts whnt Rome of th m ay: 

I •K<' v(•r & :os . 141G K tr t NW. : " We are heartuy in sympathy 
with this move. W hnve bad trouble with rentals In a numb r of 
hl!lh\nc 11, wh r t<>mlnt hnve tumcd out to lle lnw violators, though 
wh n ·we rl'nt d to th m they gav apparently , atl factory rt>ft>rences. 

" ln po t;lbly thr e dltrer ot cns<'s we have had notifications from the 
JJlt~lrlct attorney that property wus b ing illegally u ed, o.nd In each of 
th · • ctuw WI' ou ted the tenant und no padlock was put on. 

" It lH difficult tor r ultor to ke('p track of law violators. Coopera
tion wllh the District attorn y certainly bould h lp and will have our 
tulh• l Hupport." 

Wm. S. I'hllllps o., 1501 K tl·eet NW.: "We nre heartily in accord 
with Uw propo ltlon and wlll coop rate 100 p r c nt. We have bad 
~-;ome • p 1"1 nc .<o~ our elves that have been rath r ad, and we think the 
plnn liOW ugg stl>d bould b lp both r nltor and law-enforcement 
otllclnls. 

" 'l'hl.'r has b •en consld rable dUJlculty Jn keeping track of law vlo
lntorl'l HI king to ,. •nt prop rtles for ill gal pttr(>O 

How ostein Bro1:1., v nth and II trcets •E. : " This ituation has 
cnu tl n lot of troulll fo1· real-estate broker . People renting property 
fo1· 111 gal purpo H give 1lctltlous nam and even fictitlou addr s es, 
and It Is v ry bard to check up on them. 

"Wlwr<'V r we huv found out that such tenants were occupying 
propN·ty manag d or owned by \JB we have alwa)-"S tried to get them out 
u qui •kly as poRsibl '· We hnvc turn d down quite a f w applications 
to reul pt·opl.'rty bc<:au we have been suspiclou of the purpose for 
which th propl'rty wns wanted. 

"Wl• don't know whl.'tb r or not thi plan will help, but we will be 
glud to do verythtng we cnn to cooperate." 

(};'rom the Wu bin ton Dally N w , January ~'9. 1 30] 
TWIIlf.VJol· IONTH f,ULL lN BUILDING BERE RDIDREO BY WARD IAN-CON· 

'l"IUJ .TlON LJo"lAt>fm ll,INOS O!'i "TRU 1'10 • liAS PASSED DE~tA. ·o--BEl Is 
l'"J'I Uli'l'lC \'Kit l.R SP S FOR 1931, AND RECO f n:.·os ReALTY 

L · n:S"l' lNG--BUII.OlNO OSTS TO RISE-CAPITALIST ICES 5-DAY WEEK, 
WtTu UtGHER UY.. 'TS AS TUJI llE!i LT; CtTElS TtonT Mo. lilY 

By ltred P. R ck 

L r~ buUdiug con tructlon lu Wa hlngton Js pructlcnlly su pended 
nn<l ' Ill not b r' um d ror at leu t 12 months. 

Tbl ~:~tntem nt wu mad to the News to-day by Ilnrry ardman, one 
of th mo t xt n lve butldel"B tn the District, nnd o. mnn wbo bus 
b <'U d11mlnnnt in the constru •tlon of muny of the gr nt apartment 
hollis ~;, otncc bulldln~s. and re ldl.'ntln.l sections of Wa. htngton. 

" NO DE~lANO FOR YEAB 

" With tbc p1·cs nt condition or the money market we can not build 
on . p ·tutions. We must bnlld only to m t immediate demands, and 
tht••·e nr~ no d<'manua and there will not be for 12 months or more. 

" iVhcn W~tahtngton grows enough to fill apartments nod office buUd
tn nlr nOy <:on tructcd, lluUdlng will start n nin, but not until then." 

(l•'rom 1hP Washington tar, January 19, 1930] 
Antn. ·rs AND Jlt:>HJS I . fSTIUCT J:•lJARLY DOUDL» IN 10 YEARS-

AUTO~fORILID LAnm• 0:'\TRIBUTING FA ron, n T Dny LAw H s 

I "FI.UJ>JNCtl}--I'OI'UI.ATION' A D POLICJl Ar,so IIOW L·cnEASES- COST 
Oll' FOil Jll .T 11'8 }riiO)f $1,3 2,020 TO $3,141,545 IN DECADID 

At tll<' cud of 10 y •nrs of prohibition the pollc department ye terday 
pruclu ·ed 11 dnzzllng array of tnt! tics benrlng on liquor violations in 
thl d udl.', na w •ll as th rami.ficnUon of law breaking in its varl d 
oth ·r !onus. And in the nnnly is the following picture was graphically 
drnwn: 

Ar·rc t hnve more than douhl d ince the advent of prohibition, 
x>oll • cour.t fines nr nl'nrly twic a gr ~at, th~ District jail i handling 
more Hum tlm' tlrn as muny pl"isoners, the police !orce bas been 
tucrt•nR !I by more than G50 men, nnd th co t of op rating and main
tninlng 1t hus Jump d .. 1,7ri0,000. 

l'l"ohllllllon, of ·ourHI', J not o.lou • t.o blame, in the opinion of pollee 
officlnh;, thou,;b 11. la fnclor to be r~eckoned in present conditions. The 

population, it was pointed out, grew in that period from 455,400 to 
550,000, and the automobile Increased proportionately, both contributing 
to the large advnnce in the number of arre ts. 

AUTO~OBILE BIG J'.ACTOB 

The police department report show that In the fl~l year ending 
June 30, 1920, which had slightly le s than lx mouth of the etrPct 
of the prohibition law, tbHe was a total of 4 ,930 o.rre t~. whereas 
in the 19-9 fiscal year ending Jtwe 30, last, the art· ts totaled 121,577. 
Of this 121,577, however, 57,400 w re for violation of the traffic r gu
lations, which is compared with 16, 0 arre ts for the ·ame olfen. e in 
the 1020 fiscal year. Thus it was hown that the automobil hu been 
the gr atest individual contributor to the growth of the police blotter. 

De plte thL fact, arrests for violation of the liquor laws increased 
tremendou ly. In 1920 there were 354 arre ts tor violation of the 
Volstead Act and 3,717 for violation of the Sheppard law, which in
cludes intoxication lilld drinking in public and, up to 192;1, dri"Mng an 
automobile under the influence o! llquor. In 1929, however, the arre. ts 
for violation ot the Vol tead law totaled 5,217, an increase of 4, 63. 
A.rre ts for infractions of the Sheppard law bowed an even greater · 
gain, the number in 1929 totalin~ 14,056, or 10,330 mor than in 19:!0. 

The arr ·t for violations of the prohibition law included ~t'lling, 
illegal pos . ion, manufacturing, nnd tran pot•ting of liquor. Pollee 
depnrtm nt record show there were 159 arre ts for elling in 1920 com
pared with 1,077 in 1929; 99 for trnn~porting in 1920 compar d wltb 
912 in 1929 ; 21 for illegal pos e slon in 1920 compared with 3,126 in 
1929 ; and 41 for manufacturing in 1920 compared with 71 in 1929. 
TWENTY-EIGHT THOUSA.'D JI'O R HUNDRED A~ »tGliTY-Q, ·s GALLONS S!ltZEO 

As no records were kept by the police of the eizures in the early 
y nrs or prohibition, quantity of llqoor eonfiscated in 1920 is unknown. 
In 1924, the first year that r cords are available, the figures bow 
eizures amounting to 14.341 gallon . The quantity s lzed in the 1929 

fi cal year amounted to 28,481 gallon . 
Felonies and mi demeanors not included in the liquor law violations 

likewi e showed a gain in the 10-year period ; mi demeanor , such as dis
orderly conduct, petit larceny, and other violations jumping from 21,0 2. 
in 1920 to 30,760 in 1929, and felonies increasing from 2,862 to 4,775 in 
that p riod. 

The share of the prohibition law in tbl situation can not be meas
ured, although it is regarded as a factor by the pollee, just as the 
automobile and ri ing standards or luxury are factors, even as the moral 
let down resultant from the World War is a factor. 

The increa ed arrests, naturally, nrc reflected In the number of prl • 
oners b:lndled by the jail and other penal in titution , as well a the 
fine impoRed in police court. Here, too, the automobile which is re
poosible for the growing arr<' t. for tratllc violation, , has been a decided 

contributing factor, thou~rb liquor bas played its part. 
FINES NEARLY DOUBLID 

In tb~ 1920 fiscal year the pollee court impo d fines amounting to 
~247,1u3. The fiaure for tb<' last fl cal year was 492,231. 

Records of the board of public wt'lfa.re show that the jail in the 1920 
fi cal year handled 3,487 prisoner , while the number last year reached 
12,247. Of these 12,247 prisoners 5 3 were charged with violation of 
the prohibition law and 515 with intoxication. 

The police force, however, has not grown in proportion to the number 
of arrt'st~. In 1920 there w re 934 on the ro, ter of the department, 
and in 1929 the number was ,lightly under 1,400. The cost of operat
ing and maintaining the force increa~ed in the e years from $1,3 2,020 
in 1920 to 3,141,545 in 1929. 

Wa~bington went " dry " legally three y<'ars in ad vane of national 
prohibition, the Sheppard law, whlcb became effective November 1, 1917, 
making it a desert, but in this 3-year interim arrests also showed an 
incrca e, with liquor violations mounting from year to yenr. In 19l6, 
the year preceding the beppard law, there w~>re 9,394 arre, t for 
intoxication, and the following year the figure was raised to 9,648. 
Th n in 1919, before the Vol tend lnw became etrE'ctive, there was a 
decline to 6.650, and a further decline in 1920 to 3,565, but la t year 
the unprecedented total of 13,942 was reached. 

(From the Washington Post, Sunday, January 19, 1930] 
COLD WAVJl BRINGS GREATER ACTIVITY TO LlQUOB RATDSRS-LEl'TER fAN 

SQUAD RAIDS INN FOR I:COND TIM.& IN 4-DAY Pll.RIOD--EL»V.N MI!IN 

TAKEN IN ANOTHER STBOKE--POLtCEMAN REPOBTS CAPTORS OJ' 47 
IIALF GALLONS IN RAG-Con~RED WAGON 

Snow-covered thoroughfare and fr ezlng temperatures halted neither 
rum trafficker nor raiding pollee yrsterday and last night in a serle of 
liquor-law arrests and selzur s in various part of the city. 

l!'or the econd time within fonr days Sergt. 0 cnr J. Letterman and 
the members of his squad, Detective Richard J. Cox and Polic man 1. A. 
Mo tyn and G. A. McCarron, yesterday raided tlre Hollywood Inn on New 
York Avenue NW., near Thirte-enth Street. They said they seized about 
a pint of liquor. 

Harry um.mers, 26 yea~, of Emer on Street, near ~lxth treet SW., 
alleged proprietor of the place, was arrested chargl.'d with possession 
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and with maintaining a nuisance.. He was taken to the first precinct 
station ;house and held for bond. 

Summers was released on a $1,000 bond Thursday after being arrested 
by the Letterman squad. 

ELEVEN TAKEN IN RAID 
In a second raid last night the same officers arrested Lawrence Alex

ander Bell, colored, of Sixth Street, near S Street NW., on a charge of 
maintaining a nuisance. He and 10 men found in his place were 
taken to the eighth precinct police station. Ten were charged with dis
orderly conduct. They left $5 cash bonds each. 

All the elements conspired against William Ferguson, colored, of 
Harvard Street NW., near Sherman Avenue, last night as his horse 
plodded along Nichols Avenue, near Vista Street SE. 

It so happened that William had a load of rags in his wagon, and 
also a load of liquor all nicely covered to protect it against the cold, 
Policeman L. Christensen, of the eleventh precinct, said. Pollcem.an 
Christensen was always curious about rags, and when they are being 
collected on a very cold day he is uncommonly curious. He found 47 
one-haLf gallon jars under the pile of rags, he reported, and WUUam 
was charged with transportation and possession. 

DRIVER HELD BY POLICE 
Because a man entering an apartment at Fourteenth and Fairmont 

Streets NW. at 9 o'clock last night glanced furtively behind him several 
times, Eighth Precinct Policeman H. M. Smith awaited the man's de
parture, trailed the automobile in which he said he saw the man enter, 
and halted the machine at Fourteenth and Swan Streets NW. on charges 
of falling to stop at a red light. 

The driver, Joseph B. McDonnell, 26 years old, of Eighteenth Street, 
near T Street NW., was charged with possession and transportation of 
1 pint of liquor reported found in the car. 

Twelve colored men were arrested in a raid on a Sixth Street house, 
near S. Street NW., at 11 o'clock last night by Policemen R. J. Cox, G. C. 
McCarron, and J. A. Mostyn, of Sergt. 0. J. Letterman's squad. Law
rence A. Bell, 80 years old, was charged with operating a disorderly 
bouse and booked at the eighth precinct station with 11 others charged 
with disorderly conduct. Police said Bell bad been arrested twice on 
liquor charges during the week. 

Three women and five men were booked on liquor charges at the fourth 
precinct as the result of raids in the southwest section yesterday and 
last night. 

Mrs. Mary Miller, 30 years old, was arrested at her home on Four-and
a-halt Street, near H Street, and charged with l!lale and possession. A 
pint of liquor was reported seized. Police stated that the woman made 
sales to undercover agents. 

THREE DETECTIVES STAGE STROKE 
In a raid on a house on Golden Street, near Njnth Street, Herman L. 

Wilson, colored, 22, and Arthur Buckner, colored, 53, were arrested on 
sule and possession charges and a half gallon of alleged liquor was 
seized. Josephine Barnes, 40; Clarence Cook, 40; and Richard Walfield, 
64, all colored, were arrested in a raid on a house on G Street, near 
Third Street. Sale and possession charges were booked against Thomas 
L. Hall, colored, 36, following his arrest at his home on Liberty Street, 
near Ninth Street, while Teresa Miller, 45, also colored, was arrested 

·and charged with possession of a half gallon of liquor at her home on 
M Street, near First Street. The raids were conducted by Detectives 
Robert J. Barrett, E. A. Truscott, and N. G. Thayer. 

Charges of possession of 21 gallons of liquors were placed against 
Daniel Frazier, colored, 48 years old, and Maude Nash, colored, 28 years 
old, upon their arrest at 10.05 o'clock yesterday morning at an Eighth 
Street residence, near U Street NW., by Eighth Precinct Detectives 
W. R. Laflin and William McEwen. 

John Harris, colored, 35 years old, was arrested in his Twelfth Street 
residence, near W Street NW., at 8.30 o'clock last night by Eighth 
Precinct Policeman B. F. Howze on charges of possession of 7¥.! gallons 
of liquor. 

[From the Washington Post, Saturday, January 25, 1930] 
PAIR SLUGS WOMAN IN ROBBING STORES-VICTIM KNOCKED UNCONSCIOUS 

WHEN BANDITS ENTER TO LoOT REGISTER-GROCERY SAFE Is RIFLED 
Two daring hold-ups, one successful, the other frustrated for a reason 

unknown, but only after a young woman had been slugged into uncon
sciousness, and both undoubtedly perpetrated by the same pair of young 
desperadoes, occupied the attention of Headquarters Detectives James C. 
Collins and John Wise, not to mention the entire personnel of Nos. 2 
and 9 precincts, last night. 

While passing the Peoples Chain Store Cleaners at the corner of 
Sixth and H Streets NE. about 7.15 o'clock, Arthur Dreher, of Capitol 
Heights, glanced into the store and saw a young woman huddled in a 
heap in the middle of the floor. 

The lights in the store were on. Opening the door, he found Miss 
Frances Stark, 26 years old, of 901 Twentieth Street NW., unconscious, 
with a bleeding abrasion under the hair line of the forehead. 

Mr. Dreher notified police headquarters and then the Casualty Hos
pital. Detectives Collins and Wise arrived upon the seen~ before the 

ambulance, and the girl was taken to the hospital, where she regained 
consciousness long enough to state that she believed her assailants to 
be young men. She is expected to recover. 

Miss Stark stated that sbe was in the act of closing the store for 
the night, and when she heard the door open back of her did not even 
take the trouble to turn around, taking it for granted that it was a 
customer. She stated that one of the young men spoke to her, and 
as she turned struck her over the head. How long she lay upon the 
floor before being discovered by Mr. Dreher she was unable to say. 

The young robbers, however, had been foiled, for they left the place 
without the receipts of the store for the day. In fact, Miss Stark 
had removed the money, totaling $55, from the cash register and was 
still clutching it in her hand when she regained consciousness at the 
hospital. 

Brandishing revolvers, two nattily attired young men, believed to be 
the same pair, boldly entered the Sanitary Grocery Co. store at Nintb. 
and R Streets NW. a few ·minutes before 6 o'clock last night, brushed 
two negro women customers aside, held up the two employees, and 
rifled the cash drawer of its contents. 

Headquarters police, summoned a few minutes later by Herbert 
Early, 50 years old, of 1358 Fairmont Street NW., manager of the 
store, scoured the neighborhood, but were unable to flnd a trace of 
the pair. 

Two colored women bad just come in the store and were being waited 
on by Mr. Early and his assistant, Carl Walsh, 22 years old, of 55 M 
Street NW., Mr. Early told police. "A moment later the two robbers 
walked leisurely in," Mr. Early said, "and suddenly whipped out a. 
pistol apiece, telling Walsh and me to stick 'em up. They shoved the 
women out of their way, emptied my pockets of the $15 I had, and 
when I obeyed their commands to open the cash drawer one of the men 
stepped forward to take everything in the register, about $49." 

[From the Washington Post, Sunday, January 12, 1930] 
HIGHER T.A.Xli:S SEEN IF POLICE PAY Is RAISED--SIMMONS, OF NEBRASKA, 

Is SURE WAGE INCREASE WILL BE COSTLY-SEVEN CENTS MORE PEa 
HUNDRED CITED--DISTRICT KEY MAN ASKS CAPITAL RESIDENTS ·THEIR 
CHOICE-ATTENTION CALLED TO REST OF BUDGET--COMMITTEE CHAJ:8• 
MAN POINTS OUT MEAS-URElS PENDING TOTAL $25,000,000 
Representative ROBERT G. SIMMONS (Republican), of Nebraska, the 

key man in Congress, so far as District expenditures are concerned, put 
a practical business proposition up to the local taxpayers yesterday, and 
he now is waiting for their reaction. 

He asked them, in effect, whether they are willing to pay an increased 
real-estate tax in · order that the pay of Washington police and firemen 
may be raised. 

He estimated that to give the policemen and firemen an average raise 
of about $400, as has been recommended by the commissioners, would 
add $900,000 a year to the cost of running the District government. 
And in order to raise this, he said, the real-estate tax of $1.70 on every 
$100 of assessed value would have to be increased to $1.77. 

ALTERNATIVE IS OFFERED 
Either taxes will have to be raised, SIMMONS said, or the $900,000 

will have to be carved from some other item or group of items in the 
District budget. If the taxpayers are willing to take money from the 
school budget or from the street-improvement budget, he said, he wants 
to know i ~ . 

" It is a practical business proposition," he said, " and one the citizens 
here should think over." 

Speaking solely for himself, SIMMONS said that he didn't think the 
pay increase bill tor policemen and firemen was necessary at this time. 
Compared with the pay scale in other cities, he said, the pay scale here 
would seem to be a fair one. 

PAY BILL DISCUSSED 
The Nebraskan, who is chairman of the House Appropriations subcom. 

mittee that handles the District appropriation bill, discussed the pay 
raise bill in the course of a general review of District legislation. 

"It seems to me," he said, " that citizens' associations and other civic 
or trade bodies too frequently indorse projects without taking into con· 
slderation the question of who is going to pay for them." 

Pending in Congress now, SIMMONS estimated, are bills for local proj
ects the total cost of which would be something like $25,000,000. 

BILLS .ALREADY PENDI'NG 
Two of the most recent proposals, he said, are contained in bills 

introduced by Chairman CAPPER, of the Senate District Committee, and 
Representative BOWMAN (Republican), West Virginia, a member of the 
House District Committee. 

CAPPER'S bill, which was introduced yesterday, authorizes an appr<r 
priation of $1,300,000 for a new Center Market, while BOWMAN's bill 
authorizes $1,000,000 for the purchase of the Washington Auditorium 
for the use of the National Guard. 

"Congress can appropriate only so much as the District gets in reve· 
nne," Mr. SIMMONS said. "When more is needed, the law requires that 
the commissioners levy additional taxes. For every $645,000 that is 
added to the District budget, the tax rate must be increased by 5 cents. 
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"Tho fnlr thing for dtlzens' a~oclntlons and other groups to do In 

th futur , when th y adopt re olutlon indorsing this or that subjE-Ct, 
would be to add a clau c nying th y are willing to pay for it through 
!ncr ' sed tux s." 

[From tho Washington Po t, Janu ry 19, 1030] 
PI TOL PERMITS 

'l'be ommta ion rs having expr d their formal approval of the Zlhl-
mau m ' ure to r •ulato til tlale and us of firearms In the Di trlct 1t 
r mnln to b e u wheth r or not the blll will be enacted by Congre s. 
~'he nb..: nc of ultabl regulo.tory measur s governing the purchase and 
u · or Jlrcarms in Wa hington has handicapped the pollee department 
1n ltri wnr uguln t crime. Anyone can purcha e a pistol and revolver ; 
tb p unlll for carrying cone nled weapons are not suftlclently severe. 
Nev t'lb l•!-!!:1, ruult invariably ba b n found with the measures hereto· 
tor lntt·oduc d to r ~o-ulale the sale and u of firearms. 

l ' be Zll.Jlman blll would authorize the comml loners to license dealers 
in tit- u.rm , prohibiting any ex pt Ilcen. cd dealers from engaging In 
tb<'lr ll . It would comp 1 pro.·pcctlve purcba er of fireariDB to file an 
applkatlon wlth the dealer, which would be ent to the superintendent 
of polk by r gl t r d mail. The transaction could not be completed 
until 4 hour bad elnp ed followln"' the filing o! the application, thns 
giving tho superintend nt of pollee ru:nple time to step in to prevent the 
tmle of weapon to 11 criminal. The bill would provide that firearms 
might be carried only by those licensed to do so by the police depart
m ut, and would impo ·e v re pennltl s upon tho e persons committing 
ct·Irn whlle carrying armtl. 

'.l'h rc> is no rrn on to I:!Uppo e that pi ·tol permit would be denied 
t law-abiding hou •holder . For the . ake o! making it more dlfficult :tor 
cr·lmlnals to obtain weapons It ems udvi ·nble to place thi matter un
d •r th jurJsdictlou or the superintend nt of pollee. 

FREE TEXTBOOKS IN DI TRICT 01' COLUMBIA SCHOOLS 

Mr. MoM 'l'ER. )lr. Pr id nt, it app ared ye terday that 
a bill hnd pa ~ d providing for fr e t xtb k in the schools of 
Wn!-!hln,...ton. t cours , that wa a forward step in educa-
Uonnl matt rs b re in t11e ation' ttpital. 

It t-e ms that a Mr . Leila Pier King, a former resident of 
nth Dakota, now re~uing in Wa~hington, hnd written an 

art! •I up n th . hool . ituation in Washington, bowing that 
thcr are in u here 75 portable chool buildin -dark, dingy, 
cold ln, anltary, and un. nfe. Her article c:m the ubject was 
xmbl't~h d in tb Evenlng tnr. In that article he de cribed the 
• nuition n th y pr vail here in r garu to these .. chools, and 
~h nl.'o grophl nlly de rib d the great eff rts which have been 
put forward to provide commodiou bu1ldings for the snakes 
and other r ptil in the Z ologlcnl Park in thi city; how those 
building bnvo b n el ctri ally heated and team heated; bow 
e ll n~ive gln._ ha. b n purcbn ed f r th purpo of giving to 
theH' r ptn . violet rays; and th n .-be contrn ts that treat
m nt of tb nnk tlDd oth r r ptil with the treatment that 
hnR n ac orded to the ·hool children in Wn hington. he 
appropriately h nd thi article "Lu urlous nake Hou es and 
Portable cboolH." 

I nHk nnnnlmous n nt that thi nrtlcle be published in the 
R •ouo, n well a nn editorial taken from the Evening Star, 
which omm nt upon the article. 

Th VI E PRE IDENT. Without ohj tion, it is o ordered. 
'l'b • mntt r rcfen-ed to 1 u follow': 

[ll'rom th Evening Star, Washington, D. C.] 
LU ·umou RN.AKJl HOUSES A. ' D l'ORTABL£ SCHOOLS 

To the> EDITOR OF 1.'Hil ST.4U : 

To one who came to Wa hlngton two y<'tl.rs ngo, and bas marveled 
ever tnce at t11 u e of portnble . hoolhou. es in the Dl trict, the an
nounc ment recently of the "world's best zoo " a a. Capital project was 
in ()JI rruou ind d. 

<'V •nty-five p rtnbt a nre now In nse, built 12 years ago for tem
porary use. They arc dark, cold fn winter, bot ln ummer, unhealthful, 
unNnfe. And yet to them we send 2,000 of our mo t pr cious and best 
lov d f>OSS('t;slons- onr boys and girl . 

M n of ablllty nod experience are being nt to foreign countries and 
to vnL·Iou cit! s of our own country to 1 arn the be t construction for 
anhnul bou e nt the Zoo. Wb •n and where bnve men been sent to 
learn better types o! housing for our school children? 

p<X:ial att ntlon was glveu to retltlle bous -that they might be the 
b t Jn the world. Do not om one cov t for Wa bington the same 
r putatlon for choolbou s? 

l,ltms are b lng mn.d for electric in tallatlon for heating, lighting, 
and ventllo.tlon :tor th e r ptlle hous . It 1 even intended to eqatp 
om • with vltru-gla s to ndmlt violet un ray . 

'hildrcn In th portn.bl it tn dark room on a cloudy day, training 
th<"ir ye or not elng at all- imply make a gue s at their work, tor 
tl1 rc I no nrtltlcial Ught. On cold days they huddle around a stove, 
1.> lug ent homo on the coldest days to avoid actual su1rertng. In one 

group of portables, where the roof was torn off by a strong wind, 
cblldren became hysterical at any sign of wlnd. au toilets are outside, 
uncomfortable, and d11Dcnlt to keep In a sanitary condition. Before the 
Home and Scbool Association purchased benches, the chlidren sat on 
the floor for cla s recitation . 

They would burn like a cracker box, be mere playthings for a strong 
wind, and are sieves In a heavy ruin. 

Mothers are not "dogs in a manger." They want the Zoo animals 
well cared tor, their hou es warm and light and ventilated. They want 
the nakes--tbe beautiful, slimy, crawling things-to be comfortable. 
But have they not a. right to expect as much for their boys and girls! 

LEILA PIER KING, 

[Editorial from the Evening Star, Washington, D. C.] 
SNAKE HOUSES AND SCHOOLS 

The intere tlng letter appearing on this page to-day from a lady who 
writ s with rnre discernment of tbe relative importance to the commu
nity of a new mansion for snakes at the Zoo and adequate housing for 
our school children is a self- umclent document that speaks for itself. 
Little wonder that she is mystified over a situation that find a city em
barking on a buildlng program for the National Zoological Park before it 
bns be n able to get rld of the portable cbools so eloquently de cribed! 
But she has merely di covered one of the illogical inconsistencies of the 
pre •nt system ot financing the Nation's Capital. There arc many more. 

The Star's corre pondent conclude ber letter wllh the admi slon that 
here In the Capital we ar anxious that the snakes-" the beautiful, 
crawling, llmy things "-be comfortable. But she asks whether we 
have not a right to expect as mueh for our cblldren. She might have 
asked, in addition, if the community were given its choice between buUd
ing houses for snakes and birds at the Zoo and eliminating the porta
ble , which would be done first? And further, if the community 'were 
forced to do without the snake or the school buildings so much needed, 
what would the decision be then 'l 

.ls a matter of fact the community bas no choice as to where it 
money goes. It contributes to the National Zoological Park, in rela
tion to the Federal contribution, in exactly the Rame proportion that it 
contributes to the schools. It contributes to other mlnatlonal projects 
in the apita.l, over which it has no more control than it has over the 
~ational Zoological Park, just as It contributes to Its own municipal 

in titutlons. 
The Zoo is popular in Washington. Washingtonians are delighted 

with the fine new bird hou e ju t bel.ng completed, and they are, no 
doubt, enthusia tic over the prospect of knowing that In addition tb re 
is to be a hou e for reptiles and amphibians, with a wing for in ect . 
Tht>y will be no les keen for the whole Zoo buUdiug program, which 
contemplates a small mammal hone with a wing for apes, a pachyderm 
house, a remodeled and improved carnivore bouse, a greenhouse to pro
vide potted plants for buildings and green for animal and blt·ds, an 
antelope, buffalo, and wild-cattle house, an open, barle pit for polar 
bears, a monkey plt, three ornamental arches to the Zoo entrances, and 
a fence around the park, the whole to cost about a million and a quarter 
dollar . 

But the community is even more Interested In the facts relating to 
the portable schools, which were recently laid before the Board of Edu
cation by Doctor Ballou. These facts point out that in 1927 a small 
tornado tore the roo! otf a portable, !rom which the cblldren bad just 
been removed by a teacher who bad the presence of mind to get them 

' into the main building; that in March of this year portables on Grant 
Road near Connecticut Avenue and tho e in We ley Heights were lmi
larly d!!-Dh'lged by a storm, which providentially came along when the 
children were at lunch ; that the school ofticials and the Board of Edu
cation have individually and collectively sought appropriations to build 
the p rmanent schoolhouses and eliminate portables, and that had the 
5-year school building program been carried out by ongr ss, nearly, it 
not all the portable would have been di continued. Failure of thnt 
building program continues the tUmsy and dangerou portables in use, 
badly lighted, badly heated, poorly Tentilated, and In some cases with 
out lde, unheated lavatories. And, in addition to occupying portables, 
tbe school children must be content with part-time classes 1n the 
elementary grade . 

In Washington we are told that we mu t support the Zoo becau e 
Washingtonians visit it. We are told that it should be the finest zoo 
in the world, as it is maintained as a governmental institution. We are 
told that lt has tbe third largeRt collection ot aniJOO.ls and birds in the 
country, but lags far behind the zoos of New York, Philadelphia, hi
cago, and St. Louis in buildings. and a building program ls begun to 
catch up. Meanwhile we are told that we must have the finest parks 
in the world, the finest municipal buildings in the world, the fine t 
streets in thP world, becau, e this is the finest capital in the world. 
Whieh explains, perbap , but of cours does not excllS(>, the continued 
u e of the portables. 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 

The euate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue. to regu-
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late commerce with foreign countrieS, to encourage the industries I contend, if I may say so to the Senator from South Caro
of the United States, to protect American labor, and for other lina, that it would be utterly unfair to hold the master or owner 
pur!)oses. of the vessel reswnsible for what a member of the crew might 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator do. 
from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] if, so far as he knows, there is going If I had my way, as I said a day or two ago, I would have 
to be any amendment offered to strike out of the bill now pend- the hot desert wind sweep across the poppy fields and destroy 
ing the amendment known as the Steiwer amendment, which every poppy plant in the world. In my judgment, the harm 
practically invites steamboat people to bring dope into this done by morphine and by other narcotic drugs far outweighs 
country? any good that those drugs ever did; but let me say to my friend 

On page 4703 of the CoNG&mSIONAL RECORD of October 21last, from South Carolina that in my judgment it is unfair to place 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. STEIWER] offered the amendment upon the master or owner of the vessel responsibility for what 
to which I refer; the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] a member of the crew may "do. 
made a speech in favor of the amendment, on which I shall not Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, the 
comment in his absence, and the Senator from Utah [Mr. only reason why I consented to the amendment at all was be
SMOOT] said: cause of the exceptions that were made to the amendment that 

Mr. President, I have no objection to the amendment. The Senator was finally agreed to; and this is what the exceptions were: 
from Arkansas has explained it In detail. It is provided that they shall not be liable-

If it appears to the satisfaction of the court that neither the master · 
If there is not going to be an amendment offered here to the nor the owner knew, and could not by the exercise of reasonable care 

effect I have indicated, I want to prepare one and offer it, and diligence have known, that such smoking opium or opium prepared 
because if the Senator from Utah has been watching the papers, for smoking was on b~rd. 
he will know that within the last few weeks several million 
dollars worth of dope has been smuggled into this country, and, In other words, tlefore they could be punished they most know · 
not only that but it has been bought and sold, and is to-day, or it, be a party to it, be guilty of connivance in it. To be pun
was last night, being bOught and sold in the city of Washington, ished, the man must be one who knew beforehand that the 
again almost within the shadow of the Capitol. .opium was on the vessel. If he did not know it, and had no 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that possible way of knowing it, and had used due diligence, then, 
when the bill gets into the Senate be can offer any amendment of course, the amendment relieves him. 
which he may desire to offer. There is nothing to foreclose him Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I desire to ask the chairman 
or any other Senator from offering an amendment to that pr<r of the committee if that matter has been reached yet. I thought 
vision. there was another matter before the Senate. If so, had we not 

Mr. BLEASE. I thank the Senator. I had hoped that he or better go on with that matter? 
his committee would offer it, so that it would be sure to be Mr. SMOOT. Why, certainly; but the Senator from South 
adopted ; and I desire to call the Senator's attention once more Carolina [Mr. BLEAsE] brought up the question. 
to the dope traffic in this country. Mr. SIMMONS. I do not suppose the Senator expected us to 

You gentlemen know as well as anybody knows that that enter into a discussion of the subject right now and act upon 
amount of dope could not be brought into this country on one it. He simply brought it to the attention of the Senate, very 
ship unless somebody connected with the ship knew it was properly. Now that it has been brought to the attention of the 
there; and the Steiwer amendment is an invitation by the Sen- Senate, I think we might go on with the work immediately 
ate to the dope smugglers to go ahead. It practically says to before us. 
them, "You shall not be punished unless we can bring the mat- Mr. SMOOT. I think so. 
ter to the attention of the jury and show to the jury that you Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, it has been very difficult, if 
knew it," which you know, Senators, is almost an impossibility. not quite impossible, to hear what was transpiring a moment ago 
If it is their duty to know it, and it is, we should not be made in reference to this amendment. 
to prove that they knew it ; they should prove that they did not Is not this the matter upon which there was a considerable 
know it. debate when the bill was pending, where there was a contest 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President-- first between the House amendment and the Senate Finance Com-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- mittee amendment, where, upon debate, it was first determined 

lina yield to the Senator from New York? that the House amendment should prevail; and thereafter the 
Mr. BLEASE. I do. Senator from Oregon [Mr. STEIWER] presented an amendment 
Mr. COPELAND. I should like to have the attention of the which he thought softened the provisions of the House amend

Senator from Utah to what I say. Does not the provision re- ment, which was wholly unsatisfactory to men like myself, who 
ferred to by the Senator from South Carolina propose to place would prefer to stop in every conceivable fashion-and this, I 
on the master or owner of the vessel responsibility for the carry- take it, is the design of the Senator from South Carolina-the 
ing of drugs by a member of the crew? narcotic evil that now exists so far as ships are concerned? Is 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not the amendment before me. not that the situation? 
Mr. BLEASE. If the Senator will permit me to read it, I Mr. SMOOT. That is the situation. 

will do so. It is very short. Mr. SIMMONS. That is the situation, Mr. President. I am 
Mr. COPELAND. That is to say, the amendment of the entirely in sympathy with the Senator from South Carolina, but 

Senator from Oregon proposes to relieve the master. I thought this was not the time to discuss that subject. 
Mr. BLEASE. I will read the amendment: Mr. JOHNSON. The matter will come up when the bill comes 
Except that the master or owner of a vessel used by any person as a 1nto the Senate? 

common carrier in the transaction of business as such common carrier Mr. SIMMONS. ·Yes. 
shall not be liable to such penalty, and the vessel shall not be held Mr. SMOOT. That is what I stated. 
subject to the lien. Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask to have the amend-

In case of whisky-if it is found in one's possession., in his ment stated. 
car, in his home, or on his premises he is made to prove that he · Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in just a word, for the benefit 
did not know it was there, but with big and powerful shipown- of those who were not here yesterday, I desire to explain the 
ers, we reverse the rule of law and the Government must show amendment now pending. 
that they knew it was there. Why the difference in favor of In the tariff act of 1922, sewed hats made of the various mate-
dope? rials described here, whether straw, chip, grass, or any other 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Senator will bear substance, bore a 60 per cent ad valorem rate. On the applica
with me, as the Senator knows, I have had personally a very tion of the manufacturers in this country, the Tariff Commission 
considerable contact and experience in this narcotic-drug busi- made an investigation and reported that the difference in cost of 
ness. Let me say to the Senator that it is almost impossible production between the American-made hat and the foreign
to prevent the bootlegging, the smuggling into our country of made hat was 88 per cent ad valorem. 
derivatives of opium. Based upon that report, the President by proclamation raised 

A man will go down to the Mexican border, put on a light the rate from 60 per cent to 88 per cent. He could have raised 
woolen suit, go across the border into Mexico, buy an ounce of it to 90 per cent, because he had the right to raise it 50 per cent, 
morphine and dissolve it in a pail of water, dip his suit in which, if it had been carried out fully, would have made a 90 
that solution, bang it on the line to dry, put it back on, come per cent ad valorem rate; but the Tariff Commission did not 
back into the United States, put the suit in a pail of water, find that such a rate was necessary, so the President raise<! it 
wring out into the pail the water containing the morphine which only to 88 per cent. 
was in the meshes of the garment, evaporate the water, and The amendment I have offered is to restore the rate of 88 per 
recover an ounce of morphin~ cent, ~s carried in ~ present law under the President's procla~ 
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4 per d zen and GO per cent carri d in 

It would be 

the 

plus 

6.73. I that right? 
enat r has added the figures cor-

ninety-five cents per hat 

Mr. SIMMONS. Is it the Senator's Jdea that we ought to 
put a tux on the imported article that will enable these manu
facturers to maintain the high price they are now charginO'? 

Mr. C PELAND. I want them to have a tax which will 
permit them to compete in the market with that foreign-made 
hat, and I want no more than that. I want a tax sufficient to 
permit the American manufacturers to go into that market. 

Mr. SIMMONS. When this foreign hat is brought into thi 
country, and this duty of cents is paid, doe , the enator 
expect that hat to be sold in the American market for the 
price these Philadelphia hats are selling for now? 

Mr. COPELA..."'fD. The price obtained in Philadelphia for 
the hat, about which I am now talking, is the price of the 
Italian hat. 

Mr. IMMONS. That is what the Italian hat pay ? 
Mr. COPELA. D. No; that is what they ell for. 
fr. IMMONS. That is what they sell fOr' here and that is 

also the price of the domestic-produced hat? 
Mr. COPELAND. Ye. 
Mr. UniON . Then the profit ba ed on that price is enor

mou 
Mr. COPELAND. I think it is exce ive. 
Mr. IMMONS. Who is making that profit? Is it the im

porter who buys these foreign hats at $3.58 per dozen and 
·eU them at 1.95 per hat '\Vho is making the profit? 

Mr. COPELAND. No; I do not think so. 
1\Ir. SIMMON . Who rai es the price up to $1.98? 
Mr. COPELAND. The r tailer. 
Mr. IMMONS. Is that price of $1.98 ba ed upon the invoice 

price of the product? 
Mr. COPELAl D. With the invoice price o low, I do not 

think that retail price i justifi d at all. I think it is exces
ive. 

Mr. 'IMMONS. The retail price of the foreign hat is fixed 
by the retail price of the domestic hat, and both the American 
prodU<·er and the importer of the foreign hat are thus exploit
ing the American people through these excessive pric . The 
imp rter in fixing hi price follows the price of the American 
product, taking the full benefit of the high American market 
price . 

Mr. COPELAND. I think so. 
Mr. IMMON . And after the foreigner receives for it 

what he demand ? 
Mr. OPELAND. No doubt. 
Mr. IM:\IONS. The Senator now wants to impose a higher 

duty upon these foreign-made hats. 
Mr. COPELAND. What the enator de ires to do-
Mr. IMMONS. What the Senator would do if he could 

accompli h his purpose would be to establish in this country the 
exorbitant prices which the con ·umers are now having to pay for 
tho e hats. 

Mr. COPELAND. Surely the enator does not think it I 
po. ible for the Senate of the United States to determine what 
a retailer i going to charge for a hat? 

Mr. IMMON . The Senate of the United States ouO'ht not 
to help these people to exploit the American people. 

Mr. COPELAND. Will the enator go o far a to say-
Mr. IMMON . The consumers of thi country have right 

in thl matter. I recognize the rights of the manufacturer, I 
recognize that he ought to have a competitive rate to protect 
him against foreign competition to the point of enabling him 
rea onably to meet that competition, but I recognize that con
sumers also have rights, and we are not justified in impo ing a 
tariff here that will be pas ed on to the con umer, the effect of 
which will be to maintain and safeguard the present exorbitant 
d m tic PJ.ices the wearers of these hats have to pay. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator bold the arne view with 
reference to tobacco? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is the very reason why we see uch 
strenuous efforts here on the part of these beneficiarie of pro
tection to get sometimes two and three hundred per cent rateR, o 
a to enable them to exclude the foreign products, and therefore 
have the American market absolutely under their control. to 
enable them, by price-fixing combination and trUJ ts here in thi 
country, to fix the price of their product, and charge the Amer
ican people all that the traffic will bear. Doe the enator be
lieve that if there were only a reasonable duty upon the:-;e bat:-;, 
the manufacturers and the jobb rs in this country would be able 
to maintain those exorbitant prices? 

Mr. COPELAND. Before I an wer that question-and I 
want to answer it--does the same argument apply to tobacco? 

Mr. SIMMONS. To what kind of tobacco doe the o.:: enator 
refer? 

Mr. COPELAND. We were having a debate the other day 
about wrappers. 
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Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. In that debate I sought to reduce 1 Mr. SIMMONS. Not if you could get the accurate figures as 

rates on certain tobaccos involved in discussion. to the costs here and the costs there; but I am not willing to 
Mr. COPELAND. The Senator was in favor of a tariff suf- compare fictitious costs of the American producer with prob-

ficient to take care of the American tobacco raisers. ably ina~curate figures of the costs of the foreign producer. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I have not objected to a tariff sufficient to Therefore, I greatly favor this new theory of having a Tariff 

take care of the manufacturers, but I have never voted for Commission that will confine itself absolutely to the duty of 
these high rates in favor of tobacco. On the contrary, I have determining and ascertaining the costs abroad and the costs 
insisted-and do insist-upon the reduction of these high to- in the United States of products seeking protection. 
bacco taxes, both tariff and internal revenue. When there was Mr. COPELAND. I agree fully with what the Senator said 
an effort to raise the duty upon Connecticut hothouse-grown about the Tariff Commission. 
tobacco, I opposed that strenuously, and if the Senator can Mr. SIMMONS. I have very serious doubt about the accu
show me a single rate upon tobacco that is unreasonable, or racy of the figures given by these seekers after tariff favors, 
that is more than is necessary to bring about a parity between figures given to show the cost of production here and the cost 
the foreign and the domestic producer, I will vote against it. of production abroad. I know that for a long time we could 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator not get them to admit that labor in Japan or in China or any 
whether he is willing-- part of Asia was obtaining as much as 10 cents an hour. I 

Mr. SIMMONS. Pardon me; the Senator is asking for a have known some of them to come before me and contend that 
tariff rate that will almost equal the entire cost of this foreign the scale of wages in Russia at this time was less than 10 cents 
article landed at the port of New York. an hour .. The commission tried to ascertain in this case accu-

Mr. COPELAND. Yes, sir. rate figures, I presume. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I ~an not resist the temptation, if the Sena- Mr. COPELAND. They did. 

tor can resist it, of believing that that doubling of the price Mr. SIMMONS. They reported to the President and only 
of the foreign hat will mean the imposition of an additional recommended the 88 per cent. 
heavy burden upon the American wearer of these hats. Mr. COPELAND. On other styles of bats, and not this bat 

I will say to the Senator from New York that, of course, at all. 
Congress can not regulate retail prices. But that is not the Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, yes. The sewed bat comes under the 
question here. The question here is, What is the wholesale rate of 88 per cent and is now bearing 88 per cent. 
selling price in this country, and what is the wholesale selling Mr. COPELAND. The chip bat was not even invented at 
price in the foreign country? We are not concerned so much that time and was not on the market at alL 
with the retail price, because whatever is added to the price I want to say to the Senator from North Carolina that we 
of an article in the process of distribution and of final sale the have the statement of the Tariff Commission on this matter. 
tariff has nothing .to do with. That is a matter that i~ regu- The Tariff Commission found that, including all bonuses and 
lated here, though 1t ought n?t to be, by trusts and combmes to perquisites, the Italian workingmen making these hats receive 
a very .large and to a very disastrous extent so far as the con- less than 14 cents an hour, while the American workmen doing 
sumer IS concerned. exactly the same kind of work receive $1 an hour. Those are 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, is there never a time, may the figures of the Tariff Commission. 
I ask the Senator from North Carolina, when the American Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the 14 cents per hour applied to 
workman must be given any protection? all hats made in Italy and, based upon that cost, the Tariff 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly there is a time. There are 4,000 Commission recommended an increase to 88 per cent. The fact 
people engaged in making these bats in this country. that they make the hat out of chip instead of straw does not 

Mr. COPELAND. Five thousand. change the relative situation in Italy. The Tariff Commission 
Mr. SIMMONS. The figures furnished me show a little over recommendation applies just the same. 

4,000. The Senator wants to double the price of these hats by Mr. COPELAND. But my dear friend from Kentucky must 
a tariff. The American people wear them, probably millions of remember that the rate on chip bats is not 88 per cent. 
American citizens wear these hats, or hats of a similar kind, Mr. BARKLEY. It is now if they are sewed hats. 
and the Senator wants to make them pay double the price in Mr. COPELAND. All right; but the commission said, and I 
order to enable 4,000 people to find employment in the city of quote the exact language : 
New York, or the other big cities of this country. 

Mr. COPELAND. I want to say to the Senator that the 
Senator from New York does not want to do anything of the 
kind. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is interested in his city, and 
he must protect it. I am willing to join the Senator in voting 
for a reasonable rate. I think the rate proposed by the Sena
tor from Kentucky, namely, an ad valorem duty of 88 per cent, 
is a very high rate. It was admitted by both parties in the 
United States that the tariff rates in the act of 1922 were very 
high, that they were made high in order to meet an emergency 
situation which existed at the time that bill was enacted, be
cause of post-war conditions. The rates were very high, but 
the rate on straw hats was only 60 per cent, and that applied 
to most of these hats. The other hat producers were satisfied 
with that rate, but the domestic producers of this cheap hat 
were not satisfied with it, and they went to the President and 
askoo him to exercise his powers under the law and increase 
by 50 per cent the rate which Congress bad imposed, and he 
did :Jt; be increased the rate by adding to it 50 per cent. 

Tl>.e rate is now nearly equal to the original foreign cost of 
tb.B-t .article. It lacks only 12 cents of being equal to the original 
fotP.ign cost. I say that a thing of common use, a necessity of 
li!(._._and clothing and hats are necessaries of life-should not 
be burdened with too high a tax. When the tax is sufficient to 
meet the difference in the costs of production here and abroad, 
very well ; it is justified then upon the principle of a competitive 
tariff-which means a parity of opportunity in the American 
market. We think this rate is too high, but that is the rate of 
the present law as fixed by Congress and the President; and 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky accepts that rate; 
the Senator from New York [Mr. CoPELAND] desires to increase 
it further. 

Mr. COPELAND. Now, Mr. President, does the Senator be
lieve that if we have a tariff on American-made straw hats that 
will equalize the difference in costs between that hat and this 
sweatshop Italian hat, it is necessary to increase the price to 
the American public? 

The most skilled Italian worker, including bonuses and other perqui. 
sites, earns less than 14 cents an hour, which must be compared with 
the base rate of $1 an hour for the skilled American hat maker. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The statement made by the. commission is 
that the wages in the making of this bat range from $15 to $40 
per week. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The cost of ocean transportation, insurance, 
and so forth, is $1.10 per dozen, which is added to the $6.73. 

Mr. COPELAND. That makes $7.83. 
Mr. BARKLEY. That does not include handling charges after 

they reach the United States. It does not include overhead in 
New York or in the port of entry. It does not inolude net profits 
on the part of the importer, all of which are figured at about 25 
per cent. Add 25 per cent to $7.83 and we get $9.78, which is 
the cost of the hats before they ever reach the jobber, the whole
saler, or the retailer. When we multiply this figure by the 
ptofits obtained by all the various hands through which the hat 
goes, we find that $3.58 has been multiplied four or five times. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator bas stated that we start with 
$3.58 and we add $3.15 tariff, making $6. 73. Then we add trans
portation and insurance $1.10, making $7.83. Then adding 25 
per cent more for profits, and so forth, makes $9.78. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. Of course, at that point the hat has 
not left the importer's hands. 

Mr. COPELAND. The hat in the importer's hands would be 
comparable with the American hat in the factory, would it not? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Which the Tariff Commission found, based 
upon American wages for workmen making the same hat, if it 
were made in this country, would cost about $12.50. 

Mr. COPELAND. That makes $9.78. A comparable hat made 
in American ·factories, a hat comparable in shape and appear
ance and use and to be sold to the same class of customers as 
the Italian hat, would cost $10.86. With the figures given by the 
Senator, we are still $1.08 under the American cost. The Sena
tor from Kentucky should modify his proposal and make it possi
ble to place the American bat maker on exactly the same plane 
as the Italilln imported bat. 
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Mr. n RKLEY. T11e Tari1f Commis Ion report doe that very 

thing, mnk n comparl on b tw en th American and Italian 
hat makers nod fix ' th rate at 8 p r cent, taking into con-
id rntion nll of those thing . After a compari. on betw n the 

Am .ri ·an hut muker and the l!Jngli ·h hat maker their recom
m n<lalion is that ouly 55 per c nt i n ce ·.·ary to cover the 
<lUI r n · in t11e co ·t of produ tion. Of cour:c, that docs not 
llav any application to chip bat· at all. 

Mr. HAIUU ' . Mr. Pr Hid nt, may I ask the eoator a 
qu Hti n'/ 

fr. PELAND. I yield to tbe Sennt r from 1\Ii ', i. . ippi. 
Mr. HARRI . Is it tb impr ion o:f the nator from 

N 'W York that th pr nt tnrifr on chip huts under the Presi-
dt>Jif pro lamati n i. p r cnt? 

Mr. RltLEY. Tb I>1· ::;i<l nt'~ prodamation cover all 
w d hats. If th hat are wed th<!y carry a rate of 88 per 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. If I have un-derstood the Sen
ator from New York correctly, the propo al of the nator from 
K ntucky would not prevent thi continued and enlarged im
portation of hats from Itatv? 

Mr. COPELAND. The (mator is correct. 
1\fr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The Senator's propo al is to 

ba ve such a duty a will merely equalize the difference in the 
co t of production in Italy and the United tates. 

Mr. COPELAND. The enator ha stated exactly what is 
in my mind. I have nothing else in mind. 

Mr. ROB ION of Kentu ky. If uch a rate is adopted, the 
Senator believes it will nable our straw-hat makers to operate 
and give employment to American labor? 

1\Ir. COPELAND. The co ts of the American manufacturer 
would then be on exactly the same plane as the landed co t, plus 
the variou expen es, of the Italian importer. Then the two 
kind of hat5l will go into the American market on the same 
plane a regards co t. I do not believe when that time comes 
the consumer will be paying in Philadelphia $1.95 for a hat 
uch a this. It will be le . 

Mr. ROB ION of Kentucky. What is the opinion· of the 
nator from New York as to what would be the co t of such 

hats to the consumer? 
· Mr. COPELAND. I will say thi as to the cost in the manu
facture of these hat : We will now accept the figur ~ given by 
the enior nator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. He tates 
that with the arrangement he propo es the cost, ready for the 
market. would be 9.7 . That i the way he has figured it out
.,"3.5 plu .15 plus 1.10, plu 25 per cent, making the total 

9.78. The American co.·t for that comparable hat i .,10. 0; 
~·o th re i a difference of about $1.02 between the two. There
fore, what the industry need to place it upon the same plane 

xa tly with the imported Italian hat would be about 1 pecific 
duty added to the rate the enator from Kentucky has propo. ed 
of per cent. 

Mr. ROB ION of Kentuck"Y. As I under tand, the Senator 
from New York doe not propo e to levy such a duty as will 
give preference to the American manufacturers or sellers of 
. traw hats, but merely to put the American makers of uch 
hat· on an equal plane with the producers of hats in foreign 
countrie ? 

Mr. COPELAND. That i exactly what I have in mind. 
Anything ell:e than that would be an embargo upon the Italian 
hats; it would then buUd up what the Senator from North 

arolina spoke of o eloquently-the trust and the combination; 
but if we shall have the American manufactur r placed on ex
actly the same economic plane as the Italian hni orter, then 
competition will give us a cheaper hat, in my jud ment, than 
we get to-day. I do not a k anything more. I am not asking 
for an embargo upon for ign hats. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Pre ident, of cour e, the 'enator from 
New York is substituting his figures for the figure of the Tari1f 
Commi. ion as to the difference in the co t between the manu
facture of American hats and the manufacture of Italian hats. 

Mr. COPELAND. Has the enator from Kentucky the Tarift 
Commi ion report there? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have the Tariff Commi ion r port, but 
it i. not ba ·ed on that hat, becau. e the hat co tino- 3.58, re
f rred to by the enator from New York, is the ch apest hat 
that he can imagine. A great many hats come into the country 
that are more expcn ive than $3.58. 

Take a 6 hat, which we might consider the average cost of 
bats coming into this country from Italy. The hats that come 
in from Italy are not all chip l1at , co ·Ung only $3.88. Let 
u take a 6 hat and see how that figure out. On a $6 hat 
bearing an per cent duty the tarifr i 5.2 , which, ndded 
to 6, mak $11.28; adding $1.10 for transportation and in
surance makes $12.38, and 25 per cent on that a · a profit to the 
importer and his handling charges and overhead in New York, 
makes 15.47 for the hat before it ever start from the imJ.>Oi:!er 
in N w York to the wholesaler or the jobber or the retailer. 
It is not fair to take the cheape t hat that comes into the coun
try and ba e one's figures on that hat rather than on what might 
be regarded as an averacre hat coming into thi country. Ba ed 
on the cost of production of these average hats the Tariff Com
mi. ion has fixed 88 per cent as the proper duty. Becau e the 
Tariff Commission has made no investigation as to chip hats 
giv the nator from New York, it seems to me, no rea on to 
work out, according to his own mathematical methods, the dif
ference in the co t of producing chip bats in Italy and the 
United tates, when we are not producing any of them in the 
United tate:. Ba ed upon the inve tigation of the price of 
comparable hats, not the cheaper straw hats, made in Italy and 
the United States, the Tariff Corumis ion .fixes 88 per cent as the 
proper duty. 
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Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I regret that I have no fig

ures in my possession as to higher priced hats. I wish I had. 
Mr. BARKLEY. It is easy to make the calculation on the 

basis of a $6 hat instead of a $3.58 hat. 
Mr. COPELAND. I do not know the comparable Amelican 

cost. That is where my difficulty is. I can figure out the cost 
of the Italian hat, but I h~ve no figures to show what the 
American costs are. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Probably the only difference in cost would 
be in the difference in the price of the material. The labor is 
the-same, the overhead is the same, and the transportation is 
the same, because a dozen straw hats of one kind weigh about 
the same as a dozen straw hats of another; so that, outside 
of the cost of the material, there would be practically no 
difference. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator concedes, of course, that on 
the type of hat which I have discussed, and which I know 
about from the figures presented to me, that his proposal would 
not make it possible for the American manufacturer to com
pete any more than he can compete at present. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know, of course, the source of the 
Senator's figures. I presume they have been furnished him 
by makers of American hats; but I assume that they are not 
impartial figures gathered by any impartial, responsible Gov
ernment agency. 

Mr. COPELAND. I should like to say to the Senator that 
I had a long conference-a day's conference-in my office in 
New York with the leading hat men of that city. Many of 
those men I know very intimately, and I have no reason in the 
world to doubt their integrity or the statements they make. 
There were present representatives of the Knox Hat Co., a 
conce·rn known to everybody, and representatives of other hat
makers, gentlemen of my acquaintance whom I respect. So I 
have no reason to doubt these figures. I told those men, "I do 
not want you to give me any false statements; I do not want 
to be put in the position of making misstatements to the Senate 
of the United States; I want the absolute facts." Such, Mr. 
President, is the source of the figures which I have presented 
to the Senate. I am not going to stand up here and admit for 
a moment, even though these men be interested in the industry, 
that they are liars, or that they would seek to give me er'roneous 
information or put me in a wrong position. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I hope the Senator does not mean to as
sume that I imagine ::: .)r a moment that they are liars. I 
merely assume that they are putting their best foot forward 
as most people undertake to do when they come here asking for 
increased duties. 

Mr. COPELAND. I am convinced that is the only way they 
can ever get anything here ; they must put their best foot for
ward. But I did not want them and I did not expect them to 
furnish me anything but facts, and I would not tolerate, as the 
Senator very well knows, any imposition of any kind, and I 
know they would not undertake to deceive me. Th.e fact re
mains-and the Senator I am sure by reason of the fact that 
be has now taken the $6 hat as the average, is convinced that 
cis argument as to the $3.58 hat is a very bad one; and, of 
course, I think that is so. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FESs in the chair). Does 

the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. WHEELER. I thought perhaps the Senator might have 

information as to whether o'r not the hat industry has de
creased in this country during the last 10 or 15 years. 

Mr. COPELAND. The straw-hat industry? 
Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 
Mr. COPELAND. Oh, my; we used to have in my State

let me go a little further-there used to be in the United States 
48 straw-hat manufacturers. That number has greatly declined. 
For instance, in 1922 when the tariff brief was presented to the 
Tariff Commission it was signed by 23 straw-hat manufac
turers--

Mr. WHEELER. I am interested not in the number of manu
facturers but primarily in the number of straw hats that are 
turned out. Does the Senator have any figures bearing on that 
question? 

Mr. COPELAl\TD. The production has very much decreased. 
That was referred to in the debate yesterday. Let me show the 
Senator what has happened. The imports have increased very 
rapidly each year since 1922. For instance, while in 1923-I 
think that year is used as a basis in the estimate-only 6 per 
cent of the straw hats worn in the United States came from 
abroad, in 1927 the number had increased to 40 per cent; in 1928, 
to 50 per cent; and in 1929, to 60 per cent. In other words, 
where we used to wear straw hats 94 per cent of which were 

made in the United States, t<Hlay we are wearing straw hats 
only 40 per cent of which are made in the United States. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let me ask the Senator a further question. 
During all this period of time there has been a high tariff upon 
straw hats, has there not? 

Mr. COPELAND. Upon straw hats, but not on chip hats. 
Mr. WHEELER. I am referring to straw hats. They have 

had a high tariff. 
Mr. COPELAND. Yes. 
Mr. WHEELER. The imports of straw hats have increased 

very materially, notwithstanding the fact that there has been 
a high duty upon straw hats? 

Mr. COPELAND. That is true. 
Mr. WHEELER. And now there has been discovered a proc

ess by which chip hats can be made, which will very materially 
decrease the price of hats to the American consumers. Is that 
true? 

Mr. COPELAND. That is correct. 
Mr. WHEELER. And because of the fact that a new dis

covery has been made by which a different kind of hat can be 
manufactured and furnished the American consumers at a very 
low price, the Senator feels, does he, that we ought, even at the 
expense of the people of this country, still further protect 
American hat manufacturers, who need to have this exceedingly 
high rate in order that they may remain in business? • 

Mr. COPELAND. I will answer the Senator very frankly. 
I am not interested in a tariff on a luxury. But here is a matter 
which has to do not with a luxury but with the great bulk of 
the importations. The increase in the importations has been in 
this type of hats. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, let me say--
Mr. COPELAND. Just a moment. The Senator, I think, was 

not here a moment ago when I said that I did not seek a tariif 
which would give the American manufacturer an advantage 
over the foreign manufacturer so as to result in an embargo. 

I merely want to have such a tariff as will put the American 
manufacturer on exactly the same plane as the foreign manu
facturer. Then my feeling is-and this goes to the heart of the 
question the Senator asked me-that we will have honest-to
goodness competition in this country between the imported 
Italian hat and the Am·erican-made hat, and the result, in my 
opinion, will be that the price to the consumer will be lessened , 
because of the competition. Of course, that would not be the 
case if we put up the rate so high as actually to amount to an 
embargo. 

Mr. WHEELER. If the chip hat costs, as I think I under
stood some Senator to say, about 30 cents, laid down in this 
country--

Mr. COPELAND. That is right. 
Mr. WHEELER. If it costs 30 cents, and it costs about 

$3.50 per dozen for the straw hat-what are the correct figures 
as to straw hats, I will ask the Senator? 

Mr. COPELAND. This is the situation. The senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]-and I am taking his figures 
now on the $3.58 hat, which is the hat he discussed here yes
terday. 

Mr. WHEELER. The foreign cost is $3.58. 
Mr. COPELAND. That is the foreign cost. Then if the tari1f 

is added, as proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, 88 per 
cent--

Mr. BARKLEY. . If the Senator will yield right there, I find 
in the Tariff Commission report that the average value of hats 
imported from Italy in 1923 was $6.01 ; in 1924, $5.96 ; and in 
1925, $5.46; so that the $3.58 hat which the Senator selects out 
as an example does not represent the average price. 

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, no ; but, of course, the higher-priced 
hats would blanket the cheaper ones. That stands to reason. 

Mr. WHEELER. What I want to get at-and I think per
haps I have not made myself clear to the Senator-is this: 
If we wanted to shut out this 30-cent chip hat and put it upon 
a basis where it would cost the American consumer approxi
mately as much as the straw hat would cost, we would have to 
raise the tariff on chip hats several hundred per cent, would 
we not? 

Mr. COPELAND. Not quite that amount is necessary to 
accomplish what the Senator says. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is not that what the straw-hat manufac
turers want done with reference to chip bats; 

Mr. COPELAND. I presume they do; but I do not. 
Mr. WHEELER. Now let me say to the Senator that it 

seems to me they are taking identically the same position with 
reference to the cheap chip hats that an apple grower out in 
my State took with reference to bananas. He wanted me to 
.vote for an extremely high ta.riff upon bananas so that the 
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peopl of tbi country would ()at more apples. It se ms to me 
that hi argument wilh r ference to banana was just as logical 
a th nrgum nt that ha been made by a lot of p ople here on 
the 1l r of U1e nate in re ard to the tari1'1' upon chip hats 
antl th tariJr upon a lot of other articles, becau e we are talk
Jng al out the gr at number of imports that are coming in. A 
tt· m utlou ly larg numb r of banana are coming into this coun-
1 ry, an<.l th r are no xports. If we take bananas and put a 
high nough turi.tr upon th m, we are going to for e the Ameri-
' n r> opl to t American-grown fruit; and that i what tho e 

who ur ~'~ klng p ial favor in the way of a tariff are seeking 
to tlo to tll Am rican I>eople. 

Mr. ~oPELA . Exa<'tly. The enator 1 entirely right. 
~rho:,; who ou bt to pla ~a tnri:ff upon bananas des;ired to place 
an mbarg Ullon banana . Th •y want d to put the tariff so 
high that no bananu <:ould be brought in, and therefore the 
p t>l w uld at nppl . 

Mr. WBEELI~R. Not entir ly that; but they wanted to make 
tll m :-;o high that the p ople would eat more apple than they 
would bananus. 

l\1r. ( • PELAN . t m sny to the Senator why I am not 
nmklng th t ort f argument. I am aoing to take the figure 
r th .. ~enutor fr m r ntu ·l·y. 
Th Kt hat. coHt abroad . 3.5 per dozen. ow, the Senator 

:from I ntu ky l pr po ' lng nn p r cent tarlti. That adds 
$:Uu. making u totnl of $6.7:~. nll n he ald that transportati n 
und in .. urnac would adu 1.10, nwldng 7. 'l Then he added 
2,.. }l •r · .nt for th . profit. of tll importet·, nnd that ort of 
thing, ·which he :uid wn: fair, making a total of $9.7 . That i 
whH t H o~t · t 1 ut th . It ttlian w at- bop hat in the a me 
nosltiou t r ncb th publi a . tile American-munufactured hat. 
1~11 tompnrnble m •rl an hnt--<: mparable, a. I have aid, in 
Hhupc nud HPP UJ•nuc , and u e--would cm;t . 10. . In other 
wonls, ther 1.· about a dollar iliff r nc p r d zen between the 
import d hat, r udy for ale, and the Aru ri an-made hat. 

All [ nsk f this: I do not ask that we put -:1 r 3 or ome 
tlll'l' l:u· r ·um n top of that, a to put the Italian hat out 

or bus in ·s~; hut I ugg t to the na.tor that he add a dollar 
p ·lfl · <luty to th rut h propo :, and th n that would make 
10.78, n. ngnln t th o ·t of mericun hats of 1 . 6-prac

ti<·ully th snm . 
1\Ir. WIIBELliJR. It-. Pr . ident, if the enator will yield, I 

do not wnnt to b fa ' ti us ahout this matter; but it do eem 
t m • that If th 'enator would npply to ·ugar the same method 
of reu.·oning- that h 1. npvl:in:: to ltnts. nnd if he would apply 
th HHJU r· nsoning thnt Rom • ot' the cmo ·rats applied to 
ugut and tl.PJ1li d to rnyon, th •y would hav voted differently 

on hoth Juus und rayon. 1 am surpri · <l that the enator from 
tnh, who i · .·o much lnt r t 1 in n tariff upon ugar, and 

who hns fought HO h rd for it on the floor of the enat , clo . 
uot Jloint out that if th • am kind f lo'"ic that th enator i 
npvlylng to hats w r uppli d to ugnr, he would have to reyer e 
his Yot upon sugnr and up u .·om other articl . 

1\fr. D.\RKLii~ Y. Mr. Pr ld nt, if the nntor will yi ld 
tb r •, th d ·tr r n i. that they mak bat in • w York, and 
not in IJoui,.iuun and Utah; but in Loui ' lana and Utah they 
mal\ ~"<ugar anti n t hn . 

Ir. , PNLA • . '.rher 1 quite ome further difference than 
th. t. W could not mak n ugh ugar in the United tate to 

U{)lll.Y th tmbli , anyhow. '\Ye could make nough hats to sup
pl,v tb m if w w l'e put on the ame plane of equality. I do 
uot think the nator' ' exnmi>le i · comparable. 

Mr. ~~ OT. fr. Pt ld nt, I want to .,ay to the Senator 
from lantana that a. far a.' a tariff on ugar i · concerned, I 
bnve not \1s d any tlgur · in any way, ·hap , or form but just 

. n<:tly ' hat th fact · ar demon tmted to be b yond a que tion 
of a doubt. 

)1r. WIIEitJL • R. I wa not implying that. 
Mt·. l\f OT. I know the nator wa not; but I thought, 

from whut lh nntor from w York aid following that, that 
h to L it f r gr·ante<l tllut that wa the ca e. There i no 
anal gy at ull betw •n th manufacture of a traw bat and the 
manufa1·hu f ugar in the nited tate . 

1\lr. WIUJI•JLEll. Th ,. i . thi analogy-the difference in 
co .. t ot pt·ouucti n abr nd and at home. 

1\lr. . f 1.'. The chip hat 1 n t manufactured here at all. 
1\fr. WIIllJFJLER. • iU1 r are bannnn. rat. ed here. 

Ir. l\1 T. f cour .. · , tb enator know. ver.r w 11 that 
110 ~ enntor in thi body I going to vote to put a duty upon 
buunna . . 

Mr. \VIJEELER. It 1. jn. ·t a: lo!!ical to put a tariff upon 
l>annnos n. it i t.o put a tariff upon chip hat. , becau. e no 
cbt.p hal!:! ar produr <1 in thf ountry; and con equently 'ena
tors m·e, imply tryin"' to shut out of this country omething that 
Is not produced here at all. If we were producing chip hats in 

this country, and they co t a certain figure, tb re would be an 
analoay ; but they are not produced here. 

Mr. COPEL£\.i 'D. Let us uppo that the banana and the 
apple are ab olutely interchangeable. Of cour. e, I shall not 
concede that; but let u uppo e they are. It would be only fair 
to place a tariff upon tl1e banana which would make it po ~ible 
for the American apple grower to sell in the market, a· ·uming 
that they were comparable. . 

That is all I a ·k here. All I a. k i a rate sufficient to equalize 
the differ nee in co t between the American manufacturer and 
the manufactur r abroad. 

1\fr. \VHEELER. But in the case of chip hats, we do not 
manufacture chip hat at all. 

Ir. OPELA ~D. No. 
Mr. WHEELl!iR. But the enntor is trying to take a new 

invention-a new di covery, practically--of manufacturing chip 
hat , in compari on with traw hat . 

Mr. PEL D. All right; I will u e another figure. Does 
anybody ever eat a banana and think it is an apple? 

Mr. \VHEELER. I do not think anybody wears a chip hat 
and think it i a traw hat. 

Mr. PELA1 .D. h, ye , they do. 
Ir. WHEELER. They do not in my tate. They may in 

·ew York. 
Mr. PELAND. They do in my State. 
Mr. WHEELER. That is probably because they have a lower 

averag intelligence. 
:Ur. OPELAND. Of com· ~e. the Senator mav take that view 

if he want~ to. I would not reflect upon hi ta'te. 
Mr. WHEELER. I am not reflecting upon them. The Sen

ator wa. retl cting on them wh n he ays that they buy chip 
hat · for . trnw hat . 

l\Ir. COPEL -D. .A.ll right; I will say to the Renator that 
nine-tenth of the people who go into stores in Montana and buy 
an imported Italian weat._hop bat think they are buying a 
traw hat; and even the bright, intelligent, alert, and able Sen

atot· from l\Iontana would not know the difference. 
Now, Mr. Pre ident, I ball offer an argument which will 

apJ al to the S nator from Montana. Heretofore. apparently, 
I have not offered one; and I hould like to have hi attention 
for a moment. 

Let me ay to the Senator from Montana ancl to everybody 
el e who i inter . ted that there are 19 traw-hat manufactur
ing e tahli hment in New York tate in the figure that I am 
going to give. In 1927 these 19 e tablishment .. employed 1,1 2 
per· n. 

lr. WHEELER. One thou and one hundred and eighty
two? 

Ir. COPELAND. In the 19 e tabli bment . There are other 
factories. In tho e factories and in the Baltimore factories 
th •y employ le. than half of the wage earner now that they 
employed in 1922. They ay: 

We are now compelled to work in Baltimore only five dny per 
week. 

.And if the enator and I had our wny, we would not have 
them work any longer than that anyhow and would give them 
full pay; but the employers can give their help only about 36 
weeks' work per year, when in 1922 they were giving th m h 
day ' work per week and 4 weeks per year. The point i that 
to-day we have not one-third of the employee in tbi indu~try 
that we bad in 1922 and they are on part time. 

1\fr. WHEELER. I am glad the • enator gave me tho.;e fi~
ure , because what he i arguing for i · thi : He is argnin~, 
I am ure, becau~ e he i intere ted in the ·e 1,1~ 2 people. rather 
than in the 19 manufacturers up in hi~ tate . 

1\Ir. COPELArD. I do n t care anything about the manu
facturer . 

l\Ir. WHEELER. No; I say the •enator L arguing been use 
he i intere. ted in the e 1,1 2 people and not in the 19 mnnu
fncturer · ; but think of whnt he i doing to the rest of tb 
people in my State who have to buy hat , and not only the 
people in my tate but the people all over thi country. lie 
i ' arguing that they should pay more for bats in order to 
benefit 1,1 2 employees. 

If we are going to go on that ba.· i in making tariff all 
over the country, then, of cour e, tho e who are not en"n"'ed 
in any indu, try that is benefited by the tarift' are . imply cr-oing 
to pay exorbitant rates in order to keep a few men employed in 
the hat factorie . 

Ir. COPEL.A ID. Mr. Pre ident, may I ~ay to the enator 
from Montana that he is entir ly mi. taken. H I were propo:
ing o'Omething here that meant an embargo on Italian bat ·, made 
by per~on working for le than 14 c nt. an hour; if I were 
proposing an embargo on Italian hats ~ o that they could not come 
in, then the Italian hat makers would be in exf!ctly the same 
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position as the American hat maker is to-day. They would be 
out of business ; and then the thing that the Senator talks about 
would happen. An American monopoly would be created, and 
could charge anything they liked. 

But let me say to the Senator that when I am talking about a 
hat that costs 30 cents in Italy, he need not think that that is 
sold to the people in Montana for 35 cents. I do not know 
what the price is in Montana, but that hat sells in Philadelphia 
for $1.95. There is something wrong with State control, let me 
say to my friend, if there can not be found some way to regulate 
exorbitant profits upon hats and other necessities. But all I 
am asking is that enough tariff be placed upon this foreign hat 
so that it shall sell on the same pla,ne in America with a hat 
manufactured here. 

That is all I ask. I can not see by what process of reasoning 
that could possibly mean a greater price to the man who buys 
the hat. More than that, I am sincere in stating that in my 
opinion it would mean that there would be competition between 
the American-made hat and the Italian hat, and probably the 
Senator's constituents would buy their hats for less money than 
they pay to-day. I can not see any escape from that logic, I 
think it is the fact, at least I believe it; and that is the reason 
why I stand for the proposal which I have made. 

May I ask the Senator from Utah whether he thinks I am 
right in this statement, that if we accept the figures of the Sen
ator from Kentucky, this 88 per cent plus $1' specific would just 
about equalize the difference? 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, there are no chip hats made in the 
United States. 

Mr. COPELAND. I understand ; but I am speaking about a 
comparable hat. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know whether a duty of a dollar would 
protect the sewed hats that are made in the United States from 
straw. I think perhaps there is more than that difference. The 
chip hat was not taken into consideration in 1925 when the 
President made that proclamation. It is hard to say what 
would equalize the difference, because we do not make that kind 
of a hat. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, there was not a scintilla of 
evidence before the committee or there is not before the Senate 
to show that it costs any less to make these chip hats in Italy 
than it costs to make cheap straw hats that do come under the 
President's proclamation. We have no evidence upon which to 
base the conclusion that these chip hats are being made more 
cheaply than the cheaper grade straw hats. 

Mr. SMOOT. We have the evidence as to their import value. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I understand, the cost of production, but 

we have no evidence on the difference. The man who makes 
straw hats in Italy gets the same as the one who makes chip 
hats. The only difference would be in the cost of the raw ma
terial, and I have been unable to find any evidence showing 
that chips cost less than straw. They are certainly more diffi
cult to obtain in this country. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

York yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, let me try if 

possible to get the exact facts in regard to straw hats before 
the Senate. 

In 1925 the straw-hat manufacturers invoked the flexible pro
visions of the tariff law and petitioned the President for an 
investigation into the straw-hat industry for the purpose of 
increasing the then existing duties upon straw hats if sewed. 
An investigation was held by the Tariff Commission. At that 
time, under the law of 1922, straw hats, if sewed, carried a duty 

· of 60 per cent. 
The investigation by the Tariff Commission led to a recom

mendation to the President and a proclamation by the President 
providing for an increase in the duty to 88 per cent on straw 
hats if sewed, and if valued at or less than $9.50 per dozen. 

The Tariff Commission found there was no tariff problem in 
regard to straw hats valued in excess of $9.50 per dozen. All 
straw hats, if sewed, other than those valued at less than $9.50 
per dozen have carried, from that date to this, the rate fixed in 
the law of 1922, namely, 60 per cent. As to these facts I think 
there is no dispute. 

Since 1925 a new hat imported from Italy has appeared upon 
the market known as the chip hat, which was not in the minds 
of or cont~mplated by the Tariff Commission at the tim·e they 
made their investigation. That hat not being straw, but chip, 
bears a duty now, under the law of 1922, of 60 per cent, though, 
as a matter of fact, it is in price cheaper than the straw hat 
if sewed, which bears a duty under the President's proclamation 
of 88 per cent. 

Therefore we have the anomolous situation of a hat cheaper 
than the straw hat if sewed, called the chip hat, bearing the 
lower duty that is placed upon the high-priced straw hats, while 
the straw hat if sewed coming into this country at the same o1• 
a lower price bears a duty of 88 per cent. 

How can anyone who believes in an equalization of the pro
tective-tariff theory possibly support amendments such as was 
offered yesterday, to make the rate lower than 88 per cent? 
That is why I voted against all the amendments. They repre
sented a reduction, in substance and in fact, to the rate in the 
President's proclamation of 88 per cent upon straw hats if 
sewed. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, since the President's proclam·a
tion assessing a duty of 88 per cent ad valorem on men's sewed 
straw hats valued at $9.50 or less per dozen, imports entered 
under this classification have decreased in number, value, and 
unit value. In 1927, the first full calendar year after the change 
in the duty, imports under this classification numbered 1,4.99,352 
hats, valued at $598,047, with a unit value of 40 cents. In 1928 
they declined to 1,005,982 hats, valued at $338,048, with a unit 
value of 34 cents; and in 1929, from January to June, inclusive, 
numbered 863,071 hats, valued at $316,810, with a unit value of 
37 cents. 

Men's sewed hats made of chip braid, similar in appearance 
to and competing with men's sewed straw hats valued at $9.50 
or less per dozen, are dutiable at 60 per cent, and not at the 
proclaimed rate of 88 per cent. That is where the trouble 
comes. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, is this a fact, 
that a straw hat if sewed, where the. unit value is 30 or 40 
cents, coming into this country to-day under the President's 
proclamation, bears a duty of 88 per cent? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true of the straw hats. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If a chip hat of even less 

value than the straw hat, comes into this country, it bears a 
duty of 60 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is a statement of the condition as it is. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They ooth ought to have the 

same rate, whether they are on the free list, or bear tbe rate 
recommended by the committee, or the rate proposed in the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. SMOOT. In 1927 imports of sewed hats dutiable at 60 
per cent numbered 750,240; in 1928, 1,808,214; in 1929, January 
to June, inclusive, 2,873,084. 

At the same time the unit value per hat imported under this 
classification decreased from 68 cents in 1927 to 33 cents in 
1929. That tells the whole story. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly. About 68 cents 
undoubtedly represented the unit price of the straw hat if· 1 

sewed, and about 30 cents probably is the price of the chip hat. 
Mr. SMOOT. That is exactly the fact. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I have almost concluded 

my remarks. I find the Senator from Kentucky usually so very 
accurate in his statements that I am sure that he will be glad 
to be informed that he has made a very serious mistake aoout 
the unit value of the hats brought in. I w1sh to have these 
figures in the RECORD, and I am particularly anxious to have 
the Senator from Kentucky listen to them. They are as follows:_ 

Imports of straw hats 
SEWED HATS DUTIABLE AT 88 PER CENT 

Year Number 
' 

1927----------------------------------------------- 1, 499,352 
1928_ ---------------------------------------------- 1, 005,982 
1929 (11 months)----------------------------------- 1, 804,809 

Value 

$598,047 
338,048 
641,301 

Unit 
value 

So the Senator sees that instead of $6, even in 1927, the unit 
value was only $4.80. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I was reading from the Tariff Commission's 
report, which did not include the year 1927. I was reading the 
data for the years 1923, 1924, 1925, 1926 as to Italy, found on 
pages 4 and 5 of the Tariff Commission's report. I insist that 
the figures I read were correct. It may be that the importa~ 
tions of chip hats in the last year or two have brought down 
the average somewhat, but the figures I quoted were correct. 

Mr. COPELAND. Now, I want to give the figures as to straw 
hats dutiable at 60 per cent. 

Seu;ed hats dutiable at 60 pm· ce-nt 

Year Number 

1927----------------------------------------------- 750, 240 
1928_-- - - ------------------------------------------ 1, 808, 214 
1929 (11 montbs)------------------------:---------- 5, 196, 768 

Value 

$509,925 
717,732 

1, 554,613 

Unit 
value 

$0. 68 
.40 
.30 
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quorum. 
1-'h PRE IDI G OF].,I .ER. The cl rk will (~au the r ll. 
Th 1 a[ lativ cl l'k called the roll, and the following enator 

answ r d to their name : 
G lllett K yes 
Gln La Foil tte 
Glcnn McKellar 

otr M An..·ter 
Gold borough McNary 
Gould M tcnlt 
Gr •n Mo~f! 
Grundy Norb ck 
Ilule Norris 
Hurri Nye 
IInrriAon Oddtc> 
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How 11 Robin. on, Ind. 
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Kcndrlck hortrfdge 

'l'h PRE ING OFF! ER. Eighty-one 
an"w r d to tb ir nam , a quorum is present. 

,'Jmmons 
mltb 
moot 
tcck 

~ tclwer 
ulllvnn 
wnn~;on 

Tbomns, Idnho 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vnndenb rg 

~~fc~'ft 
Wnl.b,Ma . 
Wal.lb,Mont. 
Wat·on 
Wheeler. 

na tors having 

Mr. W AL II of Mu. sachu tts. Mr. Pre·id nt, I sat as fl 
mt•mb r of th subcornmltt which h ard the evidence pre
H nt d to uphold U1e r qu t for in ·rea ·ed duti upon the hats 
num<'d in thi. paragmph. I reached two conclllllions. Th 
fir~o~t c n lu. ion I r ch 1 wa that the hat indu try is in a 
di::;tr ~- d c mlillon; iu fact, tbe expr ·ion u;ed repeatedly 
in the hearin~ wn.s " d plorable condition." That condition is 
du to runny factor not nee arily connected with the taritr. 
snell n · chang- f tyle, the practice of wearing no bats, nnd 
vu riou oth r au 

Th cond fact that lmpr •. d me was that there is a grow-
Ing and iucr .a !ng I ord of imports of traw or chip hat , 
whi·h, of cout" , compete with th cheap r-priced straw bat . 
Ul·mully, so far u · I ns a D mocrat have been able to reach a 
d flnlt policy with r<. ·p t to the principle of tariff protection, 

vid .nee of a g neral depres d condition in industry and of 
1n ·r n. ing Imports t bat threaten to take the dom tic market 
awn~· from th dom 'tic producer is... a cau e for alarm and 
not I · that nn inquiry ought to be mad to ee to what extent, 
if any. tarJtr prot Uon can pr ·erve the dom tic market for 
th d m tic prodo r. Tho two fa tors were pr ent with 
r .·p ct to thl indu try. 

I oh ·erv that there is an ther con ideration which a Demo
crat ought to k p t adfa tly in mind in connection with th~ 
levying of incr ed taritr duti and that is the consumer. 

The Republican protectionist is most likely never to see any 
point of view but the petitioner tor protection. Democrats 
never eli regard the consumer's righ~. 

It doe not always follow that a depre · ed condition of an 
industry and lncreru:;ed imports nece sarily make out a case 
for tarifi protection. The depres ion in the dome tic indu try 
may be due to inefficient management, overcapitalization, antl 

forth, all of which factors ought to remove it from enjoying 
th exceptional privileges of protection. Democrat in i t that 
th burden of increased prices caused l>Y the protective tariff. 
can not be di tributed to indu tries that are not efficiently, 
legally, and hone tly organized. This extraordinary right to 
indo 'try pre opposed a clean business record and a clean 
organization. 

I have referred to the important que tion, the riabts of the 
con. umer. There i a point above which we can not go in 
increa ing tari:tr duties and pres rving the dome tic market for 
th dome~tic manufacturers if the result is exorbitant and 
uw·easonable price from the con omer. 

All the e questions and principles underlie this particular 
en e. There is the que tion here of imposing a rate that is 
unfair to the con. umer ; there is the que tion here of a de
pt·e ~ro. indu. try that i losing the domestic market becau~ of 
1.he importations of a different tyle of hat than that which is 
produc d in this c ontry, and evidence that the foreign hat is 
produced at a at·eatly :reduced labor cost to the comparable 
domestic hat. 

I have reached the conclusion, believing in the e principles, 
and as a Democrat, that I ouaht not. in view of the~e facts, 
to vote for lower duties than tho. e contained in the present law. 
That i. why on y ~terday I voted again t the various amend
ments offered to reduce dutie . At lea t, the e facts do not 
pr nt a ca e for reduction in tariff duties. 

I do not propose to sit silent and to be lectured to as a 
Democrat for doing that. I a~k what the D mocratic policy 
is on the tariff? I a k if a Democrat i.· expected to vote for 
ev ry motion to r duce tariff duti s below the rate! of the 
pr ent law when unemploym nt i. stalking throu"'h the coun
try. when bu in s i df'pr ed. and when imports are increas
ing. If that is the po. ition of th D mocratic Party. I mu t 
part compnn~· with it on the tarift. But it is not the Demo
cratic po ition. The D mocratlc Party is for a competitive 
taritr, i for a tariff that will preserve the dom ~tic market 
for the hone. t and efficient dome tic producer. It 1 not for 
free trade. It is not for de tructive rates that burden and de
tr y dome ·tic indo. trie . It is n t with cheap foreign labor 
a~ain t w 11-paid dom stic labor. It is against exce. ive pr -
tection and special privil ge to a favored few through the tariff. 

There ar item in this bill the rate of which ought to be be
low tho ·e of the pre ent law because there are no imports and 
where the dome~tic indu try is a monopoly. I have vot d 
for reductions and shall vote for more of them where th r is 
no case for protection proven ; but, as I understand the doc
trine of th Democratic Party, it wants to o-ive relief within 
rea onable bound to every di tre ·ed indo try, both to the fann
ing and the manufacturing indu tries of the country. Demo
crat belie,·e neither shall be favored or injured at the expen. 
of the other. \Yhere there e:ri ts a depre ed financial condi
tion ucb as was hown in the ca e of leather and in the case 
of braid , I believed that adequate duties should be levied. 
On ye terday I went out of my way in the en e of certain braids 
to favor an increase, in order to help the braid indu try, and 
agr d to a compromi e rate between what the manufacturers 
of hat requested and what the braid people desired. 

I want my po ition understood. Give me evidence of a de
pr · ed financial condition, of unemployment in an indo. try, and 
of increasing imports destroying the dome tic market, and I 
am open to rea.:on and conviction in applying reasonable. not 
exc ive, taritr protection so far as it does not go to the point 
of putting unjust and unrea nable burden upon the con
sumer, for there are some products manufactured in this 
country rates for which in order to preserve the American 
market for them would place an unreasonable burden upon the 
con umer. It would be unfair to tax the con umer to insure 
·uch an exorbitant price a might be requir d to enable the 

domestic product to compete with the foreign article. 
Mr. Pr ident, the Democratic Party can fulfill its duty of 

opposition and put into effect its traditional principles, so far 
as is now suitable and proper, by scrutinizing and rejecting 
the proposal for increased dutie made by the extreme protec
tioni t of the majority party which are frequently of the fol
lowing character: 

Fir. t. To ~atisfy the demands of some industry that i known 
to be highly prosperous and often being a monopoly and not 
subjected to domestic competition. 
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s~ond. To give comfort to Industries that are known to be 

depressed but depressed by reason of internal competition and 
inefficient' managem·ent, there being no considerable or increas
ing imports. 

Third. To confer benefits on some industries or whole classes 
of the population of a doubtful and theoretic character at the 
risk or certainty of burdens to others. 

Fourth. To grant rates of duty, often in an obscure form or 
through administration provisions, that will operate totally to 
exclude competing fo:reign imports. 

Fifth. To use the principle of protection for partisan ends. 
Sixth. To force the use of American-made or American-grown 

substitutes by imposing duties on articles long on the free list 
and not themselves produced in the United States. 

Seventh. To force the abandonment of long-established major 
lines of commerce, especially those which have caused the loca
tion of many of the leading industries of the country in the 
East in proximity to the sea. 

The Democratic Party should avoid an attitude of discrimina
tion in tariff matters. It should extend that measure of prot~
tion that can be justified to all industries that present facts 
tending to show the destruction of opportunities to enjoy the 
domestic market. 

There is enough that is new, and dangerously new, in the 
proposals of the majority party with respect to the carrying out 
of latter-day protection that the Democratic Party is called upon 
to combat for the general public welfare without any of its 
members being called to account if they do not take the position 
of reactionaries. There is nothing, in short, reprehensible in 
the conduct of a Democratic Member of the Senate who, in the 
existing situation respecting the prevailing opinion of practi
cally the whole American people, votes upon occasion for a 
reasonable protective duty equalizing conditions of competition, 
provided that he is satisfied that a good case has been m·ade out 
that such duty is really needed. 

I can not conceive of any campaign more destructive to Demo-· 
cratic success than for Senators on the other side of the Cham
ber to point out industries and show their depressed condition, 
show the increased imports, and then show a roll call of Demo
crats seeking to lower the rates thereon below those of the 
present law. I shall not assume that responsibility, especially 
in this year of unemployment, in this year of business depres
sion, and in this year when we have passed an income-tax 
reduction measure to give a psychological benefit to industry. 
The least psychological benefit we ought to bestow upon indus
tries, if the facts I have cited exist, is not to reduce the rate 
of duty below the present law unless it is clear that the facts 
justify such action. 

Mr. President, I have tried to carry out the policy I have out
lined. Of course at times we will not have all the facts fairly 
presented, and, hence, make mistakes. I do not want anybody 
to think from what I have said here that there is satisfactory 
proof of an overwhelming number of depressed industries; and 
lest anybody may think that my course is dictated by personal 
interest I wish to state that there are, as far as I know, no 
straw-hat manufacturers in my State. I want to read the 
addresses of members of the straw-hat group. I will not take 
the time to read the names; but the industries a.re located at 
New York, New York, New York, New York, Danbury, Conn., 
Baltimore, Md., New York, Danbury, Conn., New York, Phila
delphia, Philadelphia, and Baltimore. That is the list set 
forth in the brief filed by the straw-hat manufacturers. 

I wish to say to the Senate that my sympathy has gone out 
to some of the struggling industries in this country. Many of 
them can not be rehabilitated by the tariff. It it be a crime for 
a Democrat to say that, let the most be made of it. I do not 
think the industries which need increased protection are numer-
ous, but I shall vote for increased protective rates where it is 
necessary to do so to preserve equality of opportunity to the 
domestic producer in the domestic market. I have tried, how
ever, to raise my voice in assistance of some of those industries 
which are distressed, as I did yesterday in the case of the braid 
industry, although there is not a yard of braid made in my 
State, and although the women's hat manufacturers of my State 
had asked me to keep the rate down to the present rate. 

Mr. President, yesterday three amendments were presented 
here, all of them proposing to lower the present rate of duty on 
straw hats. I opposed them by my vote. Now we have an 
amendment--

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is slightly mistaken in the 

statem~t he has just made. Two of the amendments which 

were offered yesterday did not seek to reduce the tariff rate 
below the rate provided by the present law, but sought to re
store the rates of the present law on unsewed hats. In subsec
tion 4, which we are considering to-day, however, the amendment 
did seek to impose a rate below that of the present law. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The important section here is 
the one affecting straw hats if sewed ; it is as to that class of 
hats that the imports are increasing; and it is to that class of 
hats on which the President raised the duty by his proclama
tion. The other section and amendments hereto were correlated 
to it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield there, 
if the amendment now pending shall be adopted it is my pur
pose to offer one carrying out the relationship to the other 
section. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I assumed that the Senator 
would do that. Of course, I wish to say to the Senator from 
Kentucky that whatever I have said was in no sense a criticism 
of his position. I think, perhaps, the Senator did not have the 
opportunity of getting the impression as to the distressed con
dition of the industry that I was able to obtain while sitting 
as a member of the subcommittee. It is very proper ~or the 
Senator, in the interest of the consumer, to make the motions 
he did ; and I make no criticism of him at all for that. 

I do however, resent the criticism made here that because 
some ~f the Democratic Senators opposed lower rates than in 
the present law they were voting for the highest rates recom
men,ded by the majority. · 

In 1926 the straw-hat industry began to feel the effect of 
increasing imports, and those engaged in that industry peti
tioned the President, under the flexible provisions of the tariff 
act, for an increase in the tariff rate. They were given a hear
ing by the Tari.ff Commission; investigation was made by that 
commission as to the difference in the cost of production here 
and abroad of straw hats, with the result that the Tariff Com
mission recommended to the President that straw hats, if sewed, 
should bear a duty of 88 per cent ad valorem instead of 60 per 
cent, the rate in the act of 1922, and the President, by procla
mation, put the 88 per cent ad valorem rate into effect. 

Since that time the chip hat, which is cheaper than the straw 
hat, if sewed, has flooded the country. In the course of one 
year the importations have increased from 1,000,000 to over 
5 000 000 hats. The chip hat bears a duty of 60 per cent ad 
v~lo;em · straw hats, if sewed, of about the same price, bear a 
duty of 'ss per cent ad valorem. All higher-priced straw hats 
bore a duty of 60 per cent ad valorem. The purpose of the 
presidential proclamation increasing the rate was to include the 
cheaper-priced hats in the rate of 88 per cent. Chip hats not 
then being a factor in the market, therefore were not included in 
the language of the proclamation, because the President used 
the words "straw hats, if sewed," and so chip hats have come 
in under the same rate as expensive hats of 60 per cent. 

Mr. President, I can not vote to continue a rate of duty upon 
chip hats lower than the rate established by the finding made 
after a disinterested investigation by the Tariff Commission, 
composed of members of both political parties. They fixed the 
rate at 88 per cent, and that is the lowest rate on straw hats, if 
sewed. I want that rate at least to apply to chip hats and all 
other hats of a unit value of 30 cents, 40 cents, or 50 cents. 

I am frank to say that I am disturbed about this rate. I 
do not think it is going to be of much help to the industry. I 
am also disturbed by the other suggestion made here that 
there is a point beyond which we ought not to go in increasing 
duties, especially in the case of commodities in common use. 
When we get into the zone of 100 per cent protection, I hesi
tate to put such a burden upon the consumer. Therefore, I 
shall vote for the amendment now proposed, because, at least, 
it retains the rate of the present law. I wish it had been 
possible to have given a little additional duty to this industry 
because, while I think the committee went far. in their desire 
to resuscitate or help resuscitate this depressed business, I 
could not go quite so far as they have gone; but I again say 
they undoubtedly were influenced, as I have been, by the stories 
told-and I quote the words--of " the deplorable condition " 
of the hat industry. If the rate of 88 per cent is too low, there 
is still an opportunity in conference to change any injustice. 
The House rate is so high that a compromise may be reached 
fair to consumer and the hat industry. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. SMOOT. What the Senator has said nobody can ques

tion, in my opinion. What the committee did want to do was 
to see if there was some way by which we could protect straw 
bats sewed as against the chip hat, which is a 30-cent unit bat, 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senators have an
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, so far in the consideration of 
the tariff bill I can not recall bavincr voted for any increase in 
lndu trial rates. On the other band, I have tried in each in
stance to help tho e commodities which were left out of consid
eration in the pas age of previous tariff bills. Indeed, in the 
ca,e of one of the largest teel companies in the world, locate<! 
1n my State, employing some 20,000 people, on one of the 
steel schedules I voted for a reduction, and the next day 
voted for a taritr on manganese, trying a far as I was able to be 
as unlo al as a man can be in tariff matters; and I think I have 
pretty well established a consistent record of trying to look at 
each ca e fairly, without regard to locality. 

It is, therefore, with some measure of embarrassment that I 
r· e to peak in behalf of an industry which happens to be 
located in Maryland, and to crave the indulgence and attention 
of the enate in order that they may weigh the facts which I 
shall present, in an effort to determine what is fair in the en e 
before u . 

The TariJf CommLsion created under President Wilson wa. 
set up for the purpose of :finding the difrerence in the cost of 
production at home and abroad of the articles which are con
sume<! in America. It an article was produced cheaper abroad 
than in the United State , it was the purpo e of the Tariff Coru
mi ion to present the cost at home and abroad to the Congre s 
and the President, and we were supposed to levy a duty which 
would be on a competitive ba is-not nee arily a protective 
basi , but what might be called a competitive ba ·is-so that 
neith r the importer nor the local manufacturer might unrea
sonably exploit the public. 

I believe that all of the figures which so far have been used 
in an effort to keep the tariff on hats at a low figure emanate 
from men who are in the importers' class. I have no critici m of 
them. They naturally want to get their hats as cheaply as 
po ;.;ible, so that they can compete uccessfully with tile Ameli
can producer. 

In reading over the brief with which the enator from Ken
tucky [Mr. BABKLEY] mu t be familiar-because many of his 
quotations y terday are in line with it-I noticed that it was 
<Ira WD by that very low-protectioni t Republican, Mr. . Ba com 
Slemp, bo was the attorney for the importers. We all know, 
with no reflection on Mr. Slemp, that be is a stalwart member of 
the Republican organi~tion; and, a far as I have been able 
to learn, be never voted for anything less than prot ction on any 
tariff bill while be was a Member of the Hou e of Repre.:ent,
tive ; but now be is practicing law, and be bas pre ented the 
cnse for the people who are importing straw bats, and be ba 
done it with an adroitness worthy of a killed und old- hool 
politi ian. 

Mr. lemp talks generally in his brief of generalitie , particu
larly in reference to the local indu try. One of the concern· 
manufacturing straw hats is located in Baltimore City. It is a 
concern of 50 years' standing, and up until about 1923 it made 
money. I have looked at its income-tax returns, however. It 
has paid no dividends for five years; and its capital, surplus, 
and undivided profit or reserve, whatever it had set up pre
viou ·ly, have been eriously impaired each year ·ince. 

I think a survey of the industry will show that the great 
increa e in importation of straw bats in America ba reached 
the point where these concern are seriou ly threatened, and, 
if it c ntinue to increase, will have to go out of bu ines ·, 
becau e they can not succ sfully compete. 

At this point may I therefore say that on yesterday, not
with. tanding I had been importuned by the local industry in 
my own State to vote for an increase in the tariff on straw 
bats, I voted four times with the Senator from Kentucky even 
to reduce the present rat . All yesterday afternoon I did not 
yield from that position in conversation. I had with tbe.:e 
people. I told them I wanted to give them a tariff if they 
could make out a case, and if they could not make out a ca:-;e, 
I did not care whether they were in Baltimore or wb re they 
might b , they would not get my support, as much a I would 
lik to give it to them on per onal ground . 

• ince yesterday I have pent some littl time in trying to 
inquire into this matter, to satisfy my own mind on the point· 
involved. To that end I called up one of the olde:-t members 
of the United States Tariff Commission, and a. ked him to tell 
me frankly what the situation is as to traw hat at thi · time. 

He stated a IIUltter of history first, that the tariff wa UO 
per cent ad valorem some years ago, and that becau ~e the iln-
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portations of straw hats were increasing rapidly, the industry 
appealed to the Tariff Commission for an examination of that 
question. The examination was concluded by the Tariff Com
mission, and the facts presented to President Coolidge, and, 
exercising his presidential prerogative, on the facts submitted 
by the Tariff Commission President Coolidge recommended that 
the rate be increased from 60 per cent to 88 per cent. In other 
words, he practically exhausted the 50 per cent limit which the 
President had at his disposal in raising or depressing a tariff. 

That was several years ago. Since then there has been no 
attempt by the Tariff Commission to go further into this sub
ject until the present bill came before the Congress, at which 
time the commission took later figures, and tried to establish 
from facts what would be the fair rate to levy on straw hats 
coming into this country, so that the American manufacturers 
could operate, not on a protective; but on a competitive basis. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. In connection with the recommendation of 

the Tariff Commission, and the proclamation of the President 
on that subject, I wish to state to the Senator what has been 
repeated here over and ·over again, that the importation of 
hats covered by the proclamation decreased almost a million 
a year. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am going to take issue with the Senator 
on that, if he will bear with me, because he has not grouped 
the hats that have come into the United States. He is taking 
only one class, and if he will look at all the figures-and I shall 
show them by groups and by years-he will find that while the 
importations of certain hats decreased, due to a change of style, 
the importations of other groups increased, and that the net 
result has been practically a steady increase from year to year 
ever since. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator certainly will not contend that 
the result of increasing the tariff from 60 per cent to 88 per 
cent did not bring about a reduction in importations of hats 
covered by the proclamation. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I will be glad to come to that in just a 
moment, but I do not want to anticipate what I have to say 
on that subject. 

Mr. President, the Tariff Commission was not Democratic or 
Republican, it was nonpolitical. It was charged with the duty 
of assembling the facts and presenting them to the legislative 
and the executive authorities. That it did. At the hearing the 
case of the importer was heard. At that time the local manu.:
facturer's case was considered, and from all the facts, and from 
the importation invoices, the Tariff Commission submitted to 
the President a set of facts upon which .the increase was made. 

What do we find in the straw-hat industry since the tariff 
was increased? First of all, in the year 1923 the total imports 
were 1,119,708 hats. In 1927 the importations had doubled. 
Four years later the importations of hats had jumped from 
1,000,000 to over 2,000,000. . 

When we come down to sewed hats, we find that in 1928 
there were imported 2,800,000, and for the first 11 months of 
the year 1929, 7,000,000 sewed hats were imported into the 
United States; 2,800,000 in 1928, 7,000,000 in 1929. 

If we are going to be fair and accord to industry and agri
culture and the consumer a fair deal, we have to be bound by 
the naked facts, and there is no more justification for support
ing a tariff which is unfair to one group in the triangle than 
there is for supporting one that is unfair to another group in 
the triangle. The three must be considered, the exporter, the 
importer, and the local manufacturer. 

What is the difference, the spread in the cost? What is fair 
to the consumer, to give the manufacturer only such tariff as 
will permit him to exist upon a competitive basis? I was a 
member of the Democratic platform committee at Houston, and 
if I. remember rightly, that was what the Democratic platform 
enunciated, that was what the Tariff Commission was set up 
for, and that is what, in my judgment, we should do as to all 
of the activities of the United States, whether they be agri
cultural, industrial, or what not, wherever the tariff is concerned. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. FESS. The only argument I have heard supporting the 

pending amendment which has had any effect upon me at all is 
the statement that the particular kind of hat that is being 
brought into the United States called the chip hat is not pro
duced here. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am glad the Senator mentioned that. 
Mr. FESS. That is the only element in the argument which 

has any effect on my mind at all. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Let me refresh the Senator's memory as to 

just what the President's proclamation contained in the way of 
increased tariff. 

The presidential proclamation provided for an increase on 
straw hats. All those hats were grouped in one clause, but 
when it came to the importation of chip hats, which everyone 
thought were included in the presidential proclamation, the 
Court of Customs Appeals, I think it was, rendered a decision 
that chip hats were not made of straw but of wood chips, and 
that therefore the increase through the presidential proclama
tion did not apply to chip hats but applied only to straw hats, 
because that particular wording was used. Therefore the im
portation of chip hats because the tariff did not cover that class 
of hats as it did the straw hats, commenced immediately on a 
very large scale. Does that in part answer the Senator's 
question? ~ 

Mr. FESS. No; I had those facts in mind as the Senator 
has stated them, but that does not reach the idea that we are 
trying to keep out a cheaper hat because it interferes with pro
duction here. The argument is not conclusive at all with me, 
but it has some effect. On the other hand, if the Senator will 
permit me further--

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. FESS. Where a hat costs in cheap labor 30 cents, and 

then, by some one taking advantage of the market, is selling at · 
$1.98, something ought to be done to correct that situation. 
My sympathies are very largely in opposition to this amendment, 
but the only question which it seems to me ought be given some 
consideration is whether we would go to the extent of pro
tecting an article which we are producing, which, while it is in 
competition with a cheaper article that comes from a foreign 
country, is not the same article. I think there is some merit in 
that. 

Mr. TYDINGS. ·Mr. President, there is also this angle which 
enters into it : For example, the importations of hats of a 
certain grade bearing a duty of 88 per cent declined 30 per 
cent, due . to a change in style. The Senator from Kentucky 
yesterday, if I recall aright, pointed out that imports of that 
particular hat had fallen off, but the Senator from Kentucky 
evidently did not have these figures before him at the time he 
made that observation, that the production of that particular 
style of hat in the United States also declined, not 30 per cent 
but 60 per cent, because the style had changed. There are so 
many factors like that which enter into the import records that 
it is hard to give the Senate a complete and accurate picture of 
the result of a change in style. 

Mr. FESS. I recognize that fact also. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 

me, I should like to have a little fuller answer made to the 
Senator from Ohio. It is true that we do not manufacture in 
this country chip hats, like the one I hold in my hand, but if the 
Senator or I should buy that particular hat we would. think 
it was a straw hat. While it is not made of the material ordi
narily used in the making of what we call straw hats, it com
pares in use and in style with the hat which is made out 
of straw in this country. So it competes absolutely with our 
straw hats. I agree with the Senator that if the tariff pro
posed were materially to increase the cost of this hat, or the 
comparable hat, to the American consumer, I could not support 
the tariff, but we are not asking for a tariff which would 
exclude these hats but are simply trying to put them into the 
market at such a price that comparable American-made straw 
hats might compete with them. . 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, I think 
the Senator from New York made a very significant statement 
when he said that the purchaser of the chip hat would think 
he was purchasing a straw hat. The purchaser of a banana 
would not think he was purchasing an apple, however. The 
two comparisons are not analogous at all. 

Mr. COPELAND. That is correct. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, let me say this : That in 1923 

we imported only a million straw hats, and in 1929 we imported 
7,000,000 straw hats, an increase of 700 per cent in six years 
in importations, notwithstanding the fact that part of that time 
the tariff had been increased by presidential proclamation from 
60 per cent to 88 per cent. If anyone thinks that tariff is 
effective, I wish he would tell me how it is that an increase of 
700 per cent in six years can be had in importations with the 
tariff being raised part of that time. The very importations 
alone show that these men have not a .case of special privilege 
but a case of justice based upon the importations and· the 
figures of the Tariff Commission. 

I talked with one of the oldest members of the Tariff Com
mission this morning and told him frankly I did not want to 
vote for this tariff unless it could be justified on the pure, hard 
cold facts, and I asked him whether, if he had recommended 
an increase to 88 per cent some time ago, he did not think that 
was sufficient. He said, "You have asked me a plain question, 
and ;I; wil! giye you a plain answer. The very fact that since 
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we inc rca ed the tarur the importations ba ve doubled and 
tr bl 1 • how ' uwre than anything else that perhaps we did not 
r mum nd euougll at the ~'lrt." 

Ir. BAHKJJ r. Mr. Pr ident--
Mr. T ·n1 TQ • I asked if I could quote him on the floor of 

tb nat •, and he told me he would rather that I would not 
mention hi name, for the very good rea on that it this matter 
should c me before the Taritr Commt ion, he would be placed 
in th 11 bt o! having prejudged lt; but he said he felt that 
the thing wa so logical that the Tariff Commi ion was not 
n . ~ary; tbnt the facts alone showed that insufficient duties 
wer now plac d upon bats. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know who the tariff comml loner 
was to whom the Senator referred-

:Mr. T ING . He was one of our party; I will say that. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I am wondering whether he is the same 

tariff mmi · loner who lobbied around here in favor of the 
11 ible provision of the tarifr which the Senate voted out. 

Mr. TYDING . lle would n t be different from all the other 
gov rnmental ag ncics if he ex rei · · d that privUecre. 

{r. BARKLEY. That is n ith r here nor there. I wonder 
it th1. mmt stoner informed the enator from Maryland that 
tb Pr !dent' proclamation did not apply to these bats--

Mr. T DI TG. . Chip huts. 
Mr. BARKLEY. That is, bats the importations of which 

bav b n incrt>us d; and that, of course, the Pre !dent's proc
lamation incrca ing the rate from 60 to 8 per cent could have 
bad no ct upon th . v ry hat about which the Senator is 
talking, unci a to which be say the rates were not increa ed 
enough, when as a matter of fnct there was no increase at all 
on th m. 

ir. T ~DI ·a . Y s; be stated that to me and I have al o 
stat d in the enate just a mom nt ago that the chip hat doe 
not come in under the pr ~identtal proclamation and, therefore, 
it not having any barrier at all put uvon it, that hat is coming 
in by incr n. ing number . 

fr. BARI LIOY. The Senator realizes that i! the increase 
from 00 per c nt to p r c nt, which is an tncren e of almo t 
50 cr cent in tari1I rate., 1 appll d to hip hats, that instead 
of an incr a. there would in all probability have been a de
er ns . 

Mr. T I G . I do not admit there would be a decrease, 
but I do admit the importations w uld not have be n as great, 
in all prob blllty. 

Mr. BAH! I..jEY. The amendm nt now pendin", which I have 
orr red, is an am ndment to make the 88 p r c nt applicable to 
•hip hut a it is to all other bats. 

Mr. TY I G~. I under tan<l that 
Mr. BARYLlD . o th enator can not parallel the sit-

uation. 
Mr. TYDING . I am not talking about chip bats alone. I 

nm talking about all hats. 
.1\fr. BAUKIJEY. I under. ·tand; but i! the 88 per cent had 

applied to chip bats, ", m of which are now coming in at 50 
per nt p r dozen and oth rs at GO per cent, I think the Senator 
would bnv found an ntirely different ituation. 

Jr. 'r ,. I . For in. tan . in the matter of woven bats, 
in 102 '"e import d 500,000 and in 1929 we imvortro 1,600,000. 
What about that? It 1 an increa, e of over 200 per cent in 
n year. ·what ha the Senator from Kentucky to say about 
that? 

fr. BARKLE . The nator is r !erring to 19,29? 
Mr. TYDING . Y . 
1\tr. DARKLEY. I am reterrln.-r to the fact that after con

sld ration of the taritt bill wa begun in the early part of 1929 
and it hnvlng carried an increas of $4 p r dozen and 50 to 60 
p r c nt ad valor m, tho e who were engaged in importing hats 
into this country haYe tak n advantage of the situation to im
port them b for the tarlfr goe into etrect so they might 
c ap the pa;nn nt of the duty, which is just the thing that bas 
bapp ned in all other lines of business under similar circum
stances. 

Mr. TYDING . I want to be fair to the enator. I think 
th r is a gr at dE-al in his statement. I think there is no 
doubt that importers have bought bats in anticipation of the 
rat. In tarift. ot I think the enator also ought to be fair 
enough to admit, caus certainly the thing is largely one of 
sp ·ulatlon, that while the increa e is so great, being nearly 300 
p r nt, those :figur r pr nt not only people who were buying 
hats to evad an increa in the tarlir but perhaps represent 
a larg r mnrl·ct in the United States a well as a desire to 
. 1l!Je pnym nt of an incrca. in the tari1f. 

Mr. BAUKLl•JY. Mr. Pr iclent, will the enator yield long 
Nlough to PIHlble me to quote some :figure about the importa
tion · in 1929? 

The PRE IDING OFFICER (Mr. FEss ln the chair). Does 
the enator from Mru.·ylanu yield to the Senator from Kentucky 
!or that purpo e? 

Mr. TYDI1.: ~as. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I haye here a table that is included in the 

testimony of Mr. Wolf. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Who is Mr. Wolf? 
Mr. BARKLEY. He represents the Hat In Utute. He testi

fied in behalf of an increa in the tariff, repr ·enting the hat 
manufacturer and com from the city of Baltimore in the 

enator's own tate. In the table which be ubmitte<l, appear
ing on page 77 of the hearings before the Senate Finane om
mittee, which were held in the latter part of the past ~;ummer, 
he divide· the importations into groups according to the rate of 
tariff. In January, 1928, hat coming in at per cent, under 
the Pr ·ident' proclamation, sewed traw hats, were a little 
over 168,000. They fluctuated during February, March, April, 
and May of 1928 as follow : In February there were 123,000 ; 
in March there were 193,000; in April there were 197,000; and in 
May ther were 161,000. 

In 19.29 in the same months they tluctuated a follows : 56,000 
in January; 94,000 in F bruary; 208,000 in tarcb; 205,000 in 
April; and 194,000 in May. The total for the first five months 
of 1928 wa 844,000, and the total for the cone ponding months 
in 1929 was 752,000. 

In the other group bearincr 60 per cent rate, which I am pro
P ing to increa e to per cent, in January, 1928, the imports 
were 154,000; in February 273,000; in March 253,000; in April 
235,000; and in May 1 ,000. In 1929 the!' e bat cnme in for 
the fir t five months' period a. follow : In January 443,000; in 
February 439,000; in March GG5,000; in April 5:>6,0 0; and in 
May 472,000. 

That l proof of the fact tl1at immediately upon the taking 
up of the tariff bill placing this embargo of ·i per dozen and 
60 per cent ad valorem on the cheaper hats, they becran to in
ere e their importations apparently to avoid payment of the 
increa. ed tariff. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me give the Senator a picture which will 
help him to understand the effect of the increa e. In the first 
plac , let me read the production : 39,000 in 1924, 33,000 in 1925, 
34,000 in 1926, 31,000 in 1927, 24,000 in 1928, and 23,000 in 1929; 
so a the dome tic concern topped making bats becau e they 
could not compete, naturally the demand had to be supplied and 
1t wru • upplied from the outside. 

May I al o call to the Senator's attention the fact that many 
bat manufacturers have gone out of busine, in the Unit d 
State in the la t 20 or 30 years because some of them could not 
make ends meet. One of the oldest concerns in the country, with 
who. e income-tax returns for the last five years I tbinlc I am 
reasonably familiar, have been "in the red" all five years and 
have not paid a cent of dividends to their stockholders. I think 
that fact alone ~bows that the e people are not coming here with 
their coff<:>rs wollen with unfair profits, they are not coming 
here rolling in wealth and asking for additional money, but they 
are coming to the Congre ·. of the United tate bowing their 
income-tax return , showing their decrea_e in production, bow
ing the increase in import. , and a ~king that we treat them like 
we would treat tobacco, or whatever the other commodity may 
be, furniture or steel or what not, and that they be not made 
an exc ption to the rule. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the enutor thinks that straw bats ought 
to be treated like tobacco, I will say in reply that straw hats 
then would pay about one-eighth of the revenue of the United 
States Government. I am quite sure he does not mean to in
dicate that he would like to see that done. The decline in thP. 
production of the one concern, the name of which I do not 
know nor its location, began before anybody ever invented the 
chip hat and before a sin(J'le one bad b{'en imported into the 
United States. There may be other domestic condition which 
contribute to the decline of the straw-hat indu- try, just as they 
have to the decline of the embroidery indu. try. There is no 
manufacturer of embroidered goods in the United State who 
f. not now in a dlstres ·ed condition, not because of import - but 
becau~e of change of styles. Many of them have ~ou~bt to go 
into other lines of bu iness in order to make up for their lo es 
and have brought about depr . ·ion in that business by over
development and oYerproduction. The straw-hat • ituation is 
not so desperate that the importation of a few million cbE"ap 
hats which are worn on the farms of the United State , ·uch 
a the bat which bas been exhibited here, would seriou ly 
atrect it . 

Mr. TYDINGS. I take 1 sue with the statement that these 
hats are largely worn on t11e farm. It is my ob, rvation that 
as a general rule tlle farmer does not wear the kind of IStrn w 
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hats we are discussing one-tenth as much as does the average 
man who works in the city. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Then, if the workers in the city wear ten 
times as many of these cheap hats as are worn on the farm, 
it makes the case just that much worse. I think the wearers 
of straw hats in the cities are entitled to some consideration. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am trying to keep him earning bread and 
butter and a little bit more so he can buy a straw hat. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator give us the number of 
men engaged in Baltimore in the making of straw hats? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Previously we had between 1,200 and 1,500, 
but lately we only have between 300 and 400. 

Mr. BARKLEY. How does that number compare with the 
number of men and women in the city of Baltimore and the 
State of Maryland who wear straw hats? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I never believe in discussing the tariff on 
the ground that it applies to 10 people in one case and 250,000 
in another case and simply giving the big group of people every
thing they want and leaving the little group out. I think that 
it is just as much our duty to take care of the man who is the 
one industry in the United States as it is to take care of the 
biggest trust in the Nation. For my part I would rather help 
the struggling little man who is not in some big combination 
than I would to vote a tariff pell-mell to the large concerns 
which can get along through interlocking means. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not talking about protecting the large 
groups, but I am talking about protecting the great masses of 
American people against the most outrageous effort to increase 
the tariff as it has been proposed by the Senate Finance Com
mittee. I am willing to concede that I may in my enthusiasm 
be a little too anxious to render some service to the consumer, 
but I can not conceive, in the entire tariff bill which we have 
been considering here for months, of a more indefensible and 
a more outrageous increase on any article than the increase 
brought in here by the Senate Finance Committee on these 
straw hats. I certainly hope the Senator from Maryland does 
not advocate the rates proposed by the Senate Finance Com
mittee. 

Mr. TYDINGS. No one appreciates more than I do the 
Senator from Kentucky. I admire him. I think I voted with 
him about 99.44 per cent of the time to keep the consumer from 
being exploited, and I have done that even as it affects indus
tries in my own State who have come here and appealed to me 
for support; but just because the people in the industry I have 
mentioned to-day, on the matter of imports, on the findings of 
the Tariff Commission, on the President's pronouncement, and 
upon the findings of the Court of Claims, are entitled to more 
tariff' than they have been receiving, I am not just simply going 
to vote " low " regardless of the facts that enter into the 
situation. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President--
Mr. TYDINGS. I do not want to prolong the debate. The 

Senator has already covered 90 per cent of the things he is 
now mentioning the second time. I did not interrupt him at 
the time he spoke, and I hope he will let me finish my argument. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I realize that the Senator did not inter
rupt me, but perhaps the Senator was not listening to my 
remarks. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Oh, yes; I was. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Not that he would not have interrupted me 

if he had been listening. In view of the fact that on four votes 
yesterday the Senator from Maryland voted for the amend
ments which I offered which reduced the tariff below what I 
am undertaking to do now, I am frankly disappointed that 
overnight the Senator finds himself in the position, on account 
of a little hat industry in the city of Baltimore, of retracing 
his steps and reversing his opinion and running to cover because 
he has received information, as he said, from one little factory 
in the city of Baltimore which, if he is going to stand by that 
one factory making hats in Baltimore, necessarily ·will array 
him against all the rest of the people in Baltimore and Mary-
land who wear hats. · 

Mr. TYDINGS. I thank the Senator for the very beautiful 
dressing down which he has given to me in my time. It is a 
nice thing to pass a tariff bill in an atmosphere of that kind, 
is it not? Here we are sitting as judicial men, hearing facts 
pro and con on the case, and we are talking about protecting 
the city workers and protecting the farm workers instead of 
considering the naked, cold evidence that should enter into the 
fixing of a fair tariff. 

I am seeking to prove--not by appealing to groups or clans or 
cliques of people but by imports, by cost prices, by decline in 
the number of factories, by decline in production, by the lack 
of dividends, by the decline in capital and surplus of som·e of 
these concerns-that actually they are not able to continue 
their business. If that is not a fair way to get at it, then· I do 

not know how. I am not berating the Senator from Ken
tucky--

Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate that. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I concede to him his view, but I do not con

cede that he knows all about this thing that there is to be 
known. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Either the Senator did not know anything 
yesterday about it or he does not know anything about it to
day. For the sake of the Senator's record, it is unfortunate that 
he did not receive the information from the manufacturers of 
straw hats in Baltimore day before yesterday instead of after 
the votes on yesterday. 

Mr. TYDINGS. It is unfortunate, and, of course, the Senator 
from Kentucky, by his own explanation, puts himself in the 
category in which he endeavors to put me, because he started 
at the bottom of the ladder and has offered amendments which 
have led him up and up until now he is up where I am. So if 
I went back on what I said yesterday--

Mr. BARKLEY. I am afraid the Senator has gone above ni-e. 
Mr. TYDINGS. If the Senator wants to make a speech in 

my time, I will sit down and let the Senator take . the floor and 
-turn loose his torrents of abuse upon me. I have not questioned 
the Senator's motives. Does the Senator mean to question 
mine? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Not at all. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Does the Senator think I am arguing for 

what I believe is not fair and just in this case? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I think the Senator is arguing to-day for 

what he thinks to-day is fair to-day, but yesterday he took an 
entirely different view, and it is unfortunate, so far as his 
record goes, that he was not in contact day before yesterday 
with the manufacturers of straw hats in Baltimore. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator has said that four times, but if 
he would like to say it another time, I will yield to him so as 
to make sure that everybody will have heard it. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sena: 
tor yield to me? 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--
Mr. TYDINGS. No; not until I have cleared up the point 

which has been raised. There are 21,000 item:s in the tariff bill. 
If there is any Senator on this floor who can learn the ramifica
tions of 21,000 different industries and carry them around in 
his head and be ready to vote every time the roll is called, he 
ought to be in the Smithsonian Institution; he does not belong 
in this body. 

As to my votes on the amendments of the Senator from Ken
tucky yesterday, I will say that I stated to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I voted for the amendments of the Senator 
from Kentucky with a great deal of misgiving; that I had not 
had a chance to go into the matter as thoroughly as I should 
have liked; but after having gone into it, and until I could be 
convinced that the hat manufacturers were entitled to more 
tariff than was provided in the old law, I intended to stay with 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield there? 
The .PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary

land yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. TYDINGS. No; I will not yield any more, because we 

are getting nowhere; we are not discussing what should be dis
cussed, namely, what are the facts entering into the considera
tion of a, tariff on straw hats. If the Senator, however, wants 
to interrupt me for that purpose, I will yield, but if it is to say 
that such a thing happened yesterday and such a thing will 
happen to-morrow, it will have nothing to do with the case 
at all. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I want to refer only to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, whom the Senator from Maryland mentioned. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Very well; I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. On yesterday the Senator from Massachu

setts voted against the amendments which I offered, because 
they reduced the tariff below the rates of the present law. He 
is in harmony with the amendment which I have now offered, 
because it preserves the present rate, and I was hoping that the 
Senator from Maryland, in spite of his conversion since yester
day, would take the same attitude. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky 
that I do sometimes change my mind. I think that is a virtue 
rather than a vice, particularly when I think I am wrong, as I 
think I was in this instance, and I make no apology for it. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary

land yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. COPELAl\TD. I think the Senator from Maryland is to 

be COI!!!!!eQded. He has said tha,t there are 21,000 items in this 
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bill, nn<l tluit ft fs ImposSible for any one Senator to be definitely 
informed as to all of them. Undoubtedly ye teroay the earne t 

ny in which the Senator from Kentucky pr ented the amend
Int•nt might have made it appear that be was ri.,.ht; but, of 
our8 , I knew all the time that he was wrong. However; any

b ly who will study the problem a tbe enator from Maryland 
now ba stud! d it, will r ncb exactly the same conclu. ion which 
11 ltn r ached. ne is entirely right, it i a very manly and 
stnl smanlikc action which be has tal·en, and I congratulate 
him ur on it. 

fr. BARKLEY. Mr. Pr ·ident, will the S nator from New 
York n1ake the same commendatot•y remark as to the Senator 
from Massa husetts? 

Th PRE I DING Oil FI ER. The Chair mu t insist that the 
S nat b in order and that enators secure recognition of the 
'hair b f re interrupting. 

.Mr. '1' ING._. Mr. Pr id nt, if I may appeal to the Chair, 
mny I tY thn t this i the enate of the Unit d States acting 
on a mn.tt r ·bicb involves a tax on 120,000,000 people, and 
ao long a . I buve the floor I .,hall be glad to yield to any Sena
tor who ha. uuything to off r to the subject under discus ion; 
but, a for going into ucb que tions as to why one Senator does 
this or why another S nator does that, and discu ing subjects 
that have nothing to do with evidence presented, and which are 
irr .1 vo.nt to the que tlon before us, I mu t decline to yield. 

The PRE IDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
<leclin to yield further. 

Mr. OPEL ND. Mr. Pre !dent, will the Senator yield to 
m for a quc.'tion? 

'l'h PRE !DING OFFICER. The Seno.tor from Maryland 
bn. <1 clin d to yl ld. 

Mr. T DING . I will yield for a question. 
Mr. PELA D. I f 1 that the enator did not quite un-

<1 r. tnnd tbc qu tion put to him by the nator from Ken
tucky. Th p nding amendm nt off r d by the enator from 
J ntucky w uld not h lp the ho.t indo. try a particle--not in th 
1 nHt- und I d ubt xc dingly f:f the Pre !dent bad placed an 

p()r ent duty on tbe chip bat that it would have made any 
di:fl' r nc to tl1 indu try, becnu e such hat will be imported 
in incr a ing quantity fr m year to year, and tbe straw hat in
du. try adly of! a it i now, will be utterly destroyed if tbe 
f;; nut r from ntucky bas his way. 

Mr. TYDI G . Ir. Pre. ident, I am glad that I can ay 
bun Uy-o.nd U1 RIOOORD will supr ort the tatem nt-that there 
wa · one indu. try in my date, employing 20,000 people, as to 
which wb n th qu . tion of a tarifr rate affecting that industry 
wa b fore th nat I v ted to reduc the tarifr, and the next 
day I vot <l to put a tariff on an ingredient which that industry 
had to u and which it had to buy. o I think that, while I 
may b qut'sti ned on ome thing , that r cord 1 o apparent 
a. an vid n • on my part of trying to be fair that no other 
xplnnali n, if on w re n ded at all, n d be offered. 

Whnt ar the bard cold off l'in of evid nee in this ca"'e
n t n. id ration prlnging fr·om pr judice, n t from a de ire 
to ay, "I am going to take <'are of the consumer," without 
any r ard t wh ther or not the tariff L high or low or fair, 
11 t prin~ing from a d sire to r turn campaign fund to some 
cone rn which may have contributed to ne or the other of the 
po1lt icul po.r·ti ~, not om thing pr , nte<1 by a lobby, but facts 
lik th : Thnt in th year 1923, 1,000.000 straw bats came 
into Am rica, while to th year 1929, 7,000,000 traw hats came 
into Amcri a- an increase iu importo.tion of 600 per cent in 

v n y ar , o.nd l1Jl incr a ._ of 300 per cent during the last year. 
Mr. BI GllAM. Ir. Pre dent, will the nator yield? 
Tl1e l HE !DING OFFI ER. Does the enator from Mary
nd yl ld to the nntor from Connecticut? 
Mr. TYDI G . I yl ld. 
Mr. I n M. oc the . enator not think that an addi-

ti nal r ason why the facts which be has given are triking is 
that n gr nt many people in the summ r time have taken to not 
wen. ring trnw hat at all? That fact hu been brought out as 
a r a n why we hould not put a duty on hats. 

Mr. T I . There may be om thing in the contention. 
Mr. BINGUAM. I und rstand tbnt there are fewer straw 

hatH worn in the United tate than there were six or seven 
y ur n~o. 

Mr. T I G . I think the enator i accurate in that state-
m nt. .Although it may b a matter of pure peculation, so far 
as I um ubl to ob rve, I b lteve some of the younger people 
do p;o bur b ded wherea. f rm rly they u ed to w ur hats. 

Mr. B Rl LE . Mr. Pr sldent--
The l HE "!DING OFFI ER. Do s the Senator from Mary

lund yield to the S nntor from Kentucky? 
. Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Following that logic, I suppo!::e if we cnn 
not make the American people wear more traw bats we ought 
to raise the price of such hats. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President--
The PRE !DING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary

land ~· ield to the Senator from Connecticut? 
Mr. TYDINGS. Let me ask the e questions: Is there a Sen:l

tor on the floor who will challenge the statement that import · of 
straw hat have increased? Is there a Senator who will chal
lenge the statement that tlley have increased 600 per cent in 
s vcn years? Is there a Senator who will challenge the • tate
ment that the importations of woven hats have increased during 
the fir t 11 months of 1929 200 per cent-from 500,000 to 1,500,-
000? I there a Senator who will challenge the stntement that 
the importation of sewed hats jumped from 2,800,000 in 1928 
to 7,000,000 in 1929? Is there a Senator who will challenge the 
statement that the straw-hat factories are going out of bu ines ? 
I there a Senator who will challenge the statement that the 
production of such hns is falling off? Is there a enator who 
will challenge the tatement that the Tari.fr CommL ion :findings 
a submitted to the Pre ident sbow~d conclusively that the hat 
manufacturer were entitled to a higher tariff rate in order to 
equalize the dU:rerence between the cost of production at home 
and abroad, on the basis of which report the President took 
action in this matter? 

I am here to say that one of the olde t concerns in thi coun
try, and one of the most reputable, according to their income
tax returns have been "in the red" for the last five year ; 
they have not paid a dividend, and not only that----and I have 
the figures-from the reserve and surplus which they set aside 
for a rainy day I am here to say that during every one of the 
la t five years they have had to draw in order to keep their 
industry going. They have not only not been making money 
but tbey have been dra '\'\-"ing on their reserve in order to keep 
the business going. 

I ~m here to prove--and nobody will challenge the tate-
ment-that the number of straw bats being manufactured in 
America i declining. Does tbat mean anything? Shall we 
say, then, the tarifr in the existing law is fair in the light of 
tho facts? Shall we say tho.t the bat manufacturers have no 
case here? Shall we say that it is a que:::>1:ion of special privi
Ien-e? hall we not say that they have presented a ca e which. 
according to the report of the Tariff Commission, the child of 
a Dem<X'ratic Pr ident, in the situation which we now bnve 
before us hould be taken care of? Shall we not ay, " Let us 
carry out the theory, the spirit, the letter, and the purpo e for 
which the Taritf Commis ·on was instituted, and give this in
du try not a protective tariff, not a tarifl' for revenue, but a 
tariff which will permit it to compete"? 

No Senator on either side favors wiping out all tariff rates. 
I never beard a Democrat or a Republican or a Progressive 
in my life, in a public statement, at least, say that he was in 
favor .of wipina out the whole tariff law. The la t national 
conventions of both political parti went on record for that 
degree of tari1f which would be fair to the American con umer 
and the American producer and which would have for its basis 
the equalization of co ts at home and abroad. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary
land yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. TYDI :rGS. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Does the Senator think that a rate of 88 

per cent ad valorem is in the direction of wiping out the tariff? 
Mr. TYDINGS. I regret very much that the Senator, if he 

believes a tariff rate of 8S per cent ad valorem is a fair rate, 
did not offer such a rate yesterday in tend of reaching it by 
limping four eparate steps from 60 per cent an the way up to 
88 per cent. If he had done so he would have saved time, and 
we would probably have bad it in the bill now aud been di. cu -
sing ometbing else. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am glad to be able to repeat that the 
Senator from Maryland was limping along with me on ye ter
day. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes, I was, with a great deal of mi givings; 
but, thank God, I co.n walk for my elf now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Pre ident, the artfulness of the importer , '\: ho e names I 
have here-, is apparent, and the attorney who adroitly presents 
their case and from who e brief the enator f1·om Kentucky 
ba frequently quoted figures, is that great free trader Mr. 
Ba._ om lemp. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Presideht, will the enator yield? 
Mr. TYDING . Every Senator here know that certainly Mr. 

Sl mp would not have been for these low dutie if it bad not 
been for the fact t11at protection was not necessary. 
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Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator yield there? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary

land yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Will the Senator tell me from wha,t organi

zation he quoted the figures which he gave us earlier in his 
remarks? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I will be glad to do so. First, I will 
take up the matter of the income taxes. I do not want to men
tion the name of the concern publicly on the floor, but I will be 
glad to tell the Senator the name in private. I should like to 
say, however, that in 1924 the concern referred to had a capital 
of over a million dollars, but, according to their return, that 
decreased every year until now it has been cut down consid
erably. I should also like to show the Senator its income-tax 
returns to demonstrate that the concern referred to did not 
make any money during five years, and that during those five 
·years they not only did not make money but drew on their re
serve in order to keep the industry going, and that, too, while 
an 88 per cent tariff was in part levi~d on these hats. I think 
that information ought to be of some value in this discussion. 
~'he men interested in the concern which I have in mind have 
not been making money ; they have been losing money ; and they 
are one of the oldest concerns in this country, and also one of 
the most reputable. 

1\Ir. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield just 
there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary
land yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The fact that Mr. Bascom Slemp, a former 

Representative from Virginia, may be the attorney for some of 
those who appeared before the Senate Finance Committee and 
the House committee, it seems to me, ha,s no beating on this 
question. A part of the figures which I quoted yesterday were 
taken from the hearings before the Senate committee presented 
by those interested in presenting the present rates, and a part 
of the figures which I gave yesterday were taken from the Tariff 
Commission's own report and from information I received from 
tariff experts. . 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is what I am quoting-from the figures 
as to imports and exports and from the Tariff Commission's 
own report. 

Let me show you the adroitness of Mr. Slemp, who was per
fectly within his rights in drawing th~s petition. No doubt he 
got a handsome fee from the importers for doing it. The law 
is a perfectly honorable profession ; and we all know that almost 
any lawyer can write a mighty good brief on either side of any 
question. But listen to the adroitness of Mr. Slemp in his 
concluding paragraph : 

Mr. Moses presents a distressing picture of the poverty-stricken busi
ness; but, had he beP.n questioned regarding his own company, it would 
have developed that the company is rated at over $1,000,000 in R. G. 
Dun Credit Agency, has the highest credit standing, and has been uni
formly successful for over 50 years. 

That is a great \Nay to consider whether a tariff should be 
put on o'r taken off any commodity! He does not say how 
much they made. He says they have a capital of $1,000,000. 
What of it? That is the type of argument that is used to sway 
the minds of Senators in the consideration of this question! 

Mr. President, I am going to conclude with a brief summary 
of what I have tried to bring out. 

First of all, I have shown that the number of hats manufac
tured in America is decreasing each year. I have shown that 
the importations have increased by leaps and bounds. I have 
shown that some of these concerns are losing money, and have 
lost money consistently for the past five years. By the imports 
alone, the fact that we can not compete is proven. 

I therefore shall rest my case with the Senate, and ask for 
this industry, not a protective tariff but a rate which will per
mit them to compete with their foreign competitors. If the 
present rate remains in the bill, in my judgment, and from 
what research I have been able to make, I feel that these con
cerns will shortly have to go out of business. Many of them 
have gone out of business in the past 10 years; and it is the 
last guard of the industry that comes here and asks you for a 
hearing. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I am very sorry that there 
were not more Senators here to listen to the very interesting 
and illuminating speech of the Seantor from Maryland [Mr. 
TYDINGS]. 

As is well known, the Senator from Maryland has frequently 
shown his devotion to the lower-tariff side of the argument, 
even when it has been against the interest of people in his own 
State. However, in the particular matter' now before us, straw 

hats, he has brought out in a very graphic manner the condi
tions prevailing in the industry and the reasons why he pro
poses, after having had the opportunity of looking into it, to 
change the stand which he took yesterday into a stand in favor 
of the committee rates, particularly as they concern the straw
hat industry. He brought out some extremely striking figures 
showing the enormous inc'rease of imports of straw hats from 
abroad during the past few years. The general opinion pre
vails that, owing to the fashion of our young men in not wear
ing hats in the summer time, the straw-hat business has suf
fered accordingly; and that the fact that the straw-hat manu
facturers are not doing so well to-day as they did six or seven 
yea'rS ago is due to a change in this fashion. But if the import
ers did not find a ready market for these hats, this enormous 
increase in imports certainly would not have taken place. 

I desire merely to call attention to the fact that in 1914, 94 
per cent of the American consumption of straw hats was fur
nished by American manufacturers. By 1927 this had fallen 
to 60 per cent; by 1928 to 50 per cent; and by 1929 the predic
tion is that the figures will show that it has fallen to 40 per 
cent. Those figures have nothing whatever to do with any 
change in styles or with any change in the number of straw 
hats worn. Those figures show the proportion of straw hats 
consumed in the United States that are manufactured in the 
United States; and they reflect the enormous increase in im
ports under the prevailing tariff, and the necessity for a great 
increase in the duty if our hat manufacturers are to continue , 
in business and the men and women employed in the hat fac
tories are to find employi:nent. 

This industry is 60 years old. It developed and originated 
many of the straw-hat styles, particularly for men. The for
eign wages are said to be-and the statement is not contra
dicted-about 14 cents per hour, or about $6.72 per week, as 
against a domestic regulation wage of about $1 per hour for 
straw-hat makers in this country. The difference between $1 
an hour and 14 cents an hour accounts for the need for this 
tariff, which has been attacked by the speakers on the other 
slde, particularly by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARK
LEY], as being absolutely indefensible. 

In 1914 there were 9,400 peOple employed in the straw-hat 
industry, as against only 3,240 in 1928. 

The importation of straw hats has been going on and in
creasing steadily, as the Senator from Maryland pointed out; 
but one of the things which I do not believe he called attention 
to was the very striking fact that there appeared before the 
Ways and Means Committee, when they were holding hearings 
on this subject, 23 concerns. Twenty-three concerns signed the 
brief of the domestic manufacturers praying for relief. By 
the time the same group had an opportunity of appearing be
fore the Senate Finance Committee, 7 of those 23 concerns had 
been forced out of business. 

In view of those facts, .it seems to me that anyone who 
believes in the position taken by both great parties in the last 
campaign, as pointed out by the Senator from Maryland, ought 
to be willing to vote for a very great increase in this duty on 
straw hats, unless he is willing to see this industry go by the 
board. 

As i.o: said in a letter received to-day from Mr. Matthew Woll, 
president of the American Wage Earners' Protective Con
ference-

Both major political parties in their platform declarations and the 
leading proponents of ooth parties in their appeal to the workers for 
public office declared for, and pledged themselves to conserve our 
Nation's best interests and to protect, amply and fully, not alone 
American industry, but especially America's wage earners. 

In another paragraph in the letter he calls particular atten
tion to the declarations and pronouncements of the past cam
paign, which he finds it difficult to reconcile with the lack of 
adequate protection accorded to American wage earners en
gaged in certain industries; and among four or five such in
dustries he mentions the hat industry. 

Mr. Won says: 
It is bard to understand why such opposition is manifested to ade

quate tariff rates when, as a matter of fact, European and Asiatic na
tions and their industries are accorded by the Congress the full oppor
tunity of determining and manipulating values upon which tariff rates 
are to be applied. 

Mr. President, in view of the very low cost of production 
abroad, an ad valorem duty on hats is believed by the manu
facturers and by the experts to be insufficient ; and that is why 
the committee has approved of the House proposal for a specific 
duty. 

I ask that this letter from Mr. W oll may be printed in the 
RECoJW following my remarks. 
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Tb VIC PRESIDENT. Without objection, it iS so ordered. 
( c Exhibit .A.) 
Mr. BlNGII M. Mr. P1·e •id t, the Senator from Kentucky 

[Mr. BARKLEY] ha had n gr at d al to say about the con
·umer. \V have b ard over and over n"'ain how the con umers 
n1· not r pr • nt d, and tbut the reason for not increasing the 
duUc was o that the consumers could get things for less 
money. 

It 1H 
couutry, thol'i wb 
dure , tbnt it ' ·' with ut }ing that unl . · th producer 

IU'n a living wng , cnrn the wag ~ whicb th y are ac uRt med 
to nruing, and can find employm nt in the factories, they will 

'a· t conRumers, no matt r bow cbenp the product i 
made. '1 hat is . ·ueh a trui m that I aim t hesitate to call 
ntt ntion to it; but over and over ag<tin the plea i. made on 
b •half of the great mn · of con umers that they hould be 
Jlrot •ted. 

I b l1 v that th pr t ctivc tariff doe. protect the con. umer, 
b ~nus it nnbl s the (:,'Tent ma f prouucers to have a wage 
whpr )by they nn c me cou umer.'. If the consumers were to 
b I>rot ted by tnking ofr th tariff nnd making everythin"' as 
ell ap a. po •sibl , then w . h uld have th old-fashioned Demo
cratic do trin of fr trade, or a taritr for revenue only; and 
tb c nHum r , lust nd of being .Americ n con umer , buying a 
hu·g amount of m rcbnndi. , would find them lve in the posi
tion of n t having nuy money wherewith to buy that which they 
would lik to n. ume. 

It i cnu · th · engaged in the but indu try bav made 
su ·h an • 11 nt en · , it 1 becau. they h ve b en able to how 
th tr m ndou · incre in imports and the tremendou decrease 
in the proportion which tb .American hat manufacturer bn 
b n nble to s ·ure of th dom tic mark t, it is b cau e of tbe 
tr( mendon dt'Cr u.' in th number of persons employed in the 
hat industry during tb pa t few year'$, that I hope very much 
that th um ndm >nt offer d by the euator from Kentucky will 
not pi' vall. 

ExnnuT A 

AMlilntC£'8 WAOII EARNERS' PnoTECTIT'II CONPlllRilNCm, 
W~Uhit/Qi'~. Janvaru !9, J!J30. 

lion. BtnAM BtNOlUM, 

Utait<'d State• Senate, Waahfnqton, D. c. 
IIONORABr.il sm': Am rlcan labor views wltb great alarm and much 

nppt· h nslon tb tallur of tbc nate to provide ample and tun pro
t ctlon again t tor lgn comp Utton and the Invasion of our home mar
k t by for lgn t•ommodltles made onder, Jn many tn tnnces, intolerable 
conclltlons ot employment. 

With tbe ev r-ln r log number of un mployed, from our bitter expe-
rt nc , w know the pUgbt or .Amcrlcn'a wag earners will become 
:frightful lt th ffort to tear down the protective wall of American 
1n<lu. try and labor is permitted to find sanction and approval by our 
Am ric n ongr sa. W qu • tlon what good it Will erve American 
labor to hav trict d the immigration of foreign workers if, at the 

doors are thrown op n to the free importations of 
product~J and mmodlti produced abroad. 

W und rstnnd well the tntiu nc > at work wblch would enrich tbem
lv through the lmpoverlsbm nt of the American workers and ot 

those unconcerned In our national well-being because of the character 
ot tbelr Jnve t.menta, activit! , and alliances. 

It do s s m stl·ange that nt a time when many European nations are 
er ctlng bnrrl rs against foreign industrial and commercial invasion, 
e p clnlly de lgn d against America, our Government should even coun
t na.ne th thought of invlUng all of Europe and .Asln, with their low 
wag n.nd fore d labor conditions, to swoop down upon our industrial 

. prosp rJty and wreck our future indo trial progress, destroying all hope 
of our p ople for a better and fuller life. 

We nr not unmlnd!ul of tbe growing tendency of American eapltal
ist to u~; Am rlcan iiurplu wealth, created by American labor and 
Arn rlcnn agriculturists, for !orelgn-co.pltal Investments. We ean not 
v1 w the rapidly increasing Intcrnatlonnl industrial agreements and com
bJnntlons and the growing development of .American industrial capital 
d v lopm nt abr ad without the clear knowledge of the evU con equences 
to th ocJal ancl industrial opportunities of our country and its great 
mn a ot work r , wh tb r employed 1n industrial or agricultural 
d •v lopm nt. 

LuRt, but not 1 nst, we view with great cone rn the activities of the 
tor lgn l gutions In this country and the subtle efforts and 1n1luences 
being munlfe t d at Washington nd el!Sewh re by foreign lndu trial and 
comm •t·clnl r epr t> ntatlve to enable foreign indu tries to enter the 
Am ~ rlcnu murk t. We nrc alarmed by this ubsldized foreign competi
tion to und rmlne the vet·y indu trial structure of our land and thus 
thr •nt('n tb rutur IW urlty of our peopl , envied by almost every other 
nnUnn CJf tll<' world. Need we point to tlle many manifestations of tbis 
stru •glc for tllc Amerlcun market b¥ citing the conflict between foreign 

American financed industries against purely American Interests in the 
sugar, automobile, chemical, and many other industries? 

Shall our National Congress respond to the national incentive and 
emergencies or shall its action be in the interest of internationalism, 
regardle s of home consequences? 

Both major political parties in their platform declarations and the 
leading proponents of both parties in their appeal to the workers for 
public office declared for, and pledged themselves to con erve, our 
Nation's best intere t , and to protect, amply and fully, not alone 
Am •rican lndu try but e pecinlly :America's wage earner . 

Labor accepted th pledges, but are they so soon to become mere 
scmp. of paper, or were they intended to repre ent the mature and firm 
convictions of America's legislators? 

It is difficult to reconcJle some legislative decisions, as contained in 
the pending tariff bill, with tbe declaration and pronouncement of the 
pa t campaign when we view the lack· of adequate protection accorded 
to t11o e American wnge earners engaged in the pottery, glas , shoe, hat, 
marble, printing, and many other lndu .. trles. It is hard to understand 
why uch oppo ition is manifested to adequate tariff rates when, as a 
matter of fact, European and Asiatic nations and their industries are 
accorded by the Congress the full opportunity of determining and 
manlpulnting values upon which tariff rates are to be applied. 

Amcrlcn's wage earner are no longer content with alluring phrases, 
of elf-acclaimed avowals of friend ·hip toward labor. The eloquent 
appeal In behalf of the farmers and the guarded opposition to protection 
to American industries no longer blinds the :Intelligent workers and will 
not long confu. e the farmers. 

Our appeal to you I to give full and adequate protection to America's 
wage earners and to bold ecnre America's industrial future. 

We are fearful that under tbe guise of seeking to rectify orne wrongs 
the whole American indu trial order bnll be undermined, unemployment 
be increa cd, tbe incomes of wage earners and farmers be decreased, 
a ud the American standards of life and living be jeop..'\rdized. 

Without disparagement of the claims of America's agriculturists tor 
full and adequate tariff protection in and against the competition ot 
foreign agriculturists, the American wage earners, for whom I am 
authorized to speak, do .impre s upon you the urgent nece sity of pro
t cting America's wage earners in and against foreign competition by 
adequate tariff rate . 

American labor will have the opportunity within a short time of reg-
1 tering their approval or disapproval of this tariff legislation. We 
sincerely trust tbat the blll, as enacted, wlll permit of the approval of 
the workers of the legi lation finally enacted. 

American labor feels it is as mucb entitled to :favorable consideration 
as is agriculture or finance, and with the greater number affected than 
all othera, we tru t that you will assist 1n the pa ge' of a bill which 
labor can support. 

incerely yours, 
MATTHIIW WOLL, President. 

The VICE PRE IDENT. The question is on the amendment 
otfered by the nator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, on account of the fact that 
several enator who want to be here to vote are absent in 
conference, I make the point of no quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chiet Clerk called the roll, and the following Sen a tors 

answered to their names: 
Ashurst GlllPtt. La Follette 
Barkley Glass McKellar 
Bingham Glenn McMaster 
Black Goff McNary 
Blaine Gold ·borough Metcalf 
Bl as Goold Moses 
Borah Greene Norbeck 
Bratton Grundy Norris 
Brookhart EUUe Nye 
Brou::;sard Harris Oddie 
Capper Harrison Overman 
caraway Hastings Patterson 
Connally Hatfield Phlpp 

peJand Hawes Ransdell 
Couzens Ilebert !Wbinson. Ind. 
Cutting Heflin Robsion, Ky. 
Deneen How 11 chall 
Dill John~on Sheppard 
Fess Jone Sbipstead 
Fletch( -r Kean Shortridge 
George Keyes Simmons 

Smith 
Smoot 

teck 
Steiwer 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomns, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Wal h,Ma . 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The VICE PRE IDE ... ff'. Eighty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. .A quorum is present. The que tion i on 
agreeing to the amendment · offered by the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. BARKLEY]. 

Mr. SMOOT. I a. k for the yeas and nay . 
The yeas and nay were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. McKELLAR (wh n Mr. BROCK s name wa called). The 

junior Senator from Tenne~ see [Mr. BRocK] i unavoidably 
ab t. He is paii·ed with the junior enator from Kan.:as 
[Mr. AI.r..EN]. I .want thi unnouneement lo tand for the day. 
If present, my colleague would vote "yea " on thi question. 
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Mr. GLENN (when his name was called). I have a pair 

with the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN], which I 
transfer to the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. DALE], and 
vote "nay." 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. STEPHENS]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. BAIRD] and vote "nay." 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. McCULLOcH] to the 
senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Pr'ITMAN] and vote "yea." 

Mr. PHIPPS (when Mr. WATERMAN's name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. WATERMAN] is unavoidably absent. He has a 
pair for the day with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KING]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. FESS. I desire to announce that the senior Senator from 

Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] has a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON]. 

The result was announced-yeas 42, nays 38, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Blease 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Capper 
Caraway 
Connally 

Bingham 
Broussard 
Copeland 
Deneen 
l!'ess 
Gillett 
Glenn 
Goff 
Goldsborough 
Greene 

Couzens 
Cutting 
Dill 
Fletcher 
George 
Glass 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hawes 
Heflin 
Howell 

YEAS-42 
La Follette 
McKellar 
McMaster 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Overman 
Schall 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Simmons 

NAYS-38 
Grundy Metcalf 
Hale Moses 
Hastings Oddie 
Hatfield Patterson 
Hebert Phipps 
Johnson Ransdell 
Jones Robinsonklnd. 
Kean Robsion, y. 
Keyes Shortridge 
McNary Smoot 

NOT VOTING-16 

Smith 
Steck 
Swanson 
Thomas, Okla. 
Trammell 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Steiwer 
Sullivan 
Thomas, Idaho 
Townsend 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Walcott 
Watson 

Allen Frazier King Reed 
Baird Gould McCulloch Robinson, Ark. 
Brock Hayden Pine Stephens 
Dale Kendrick Pittman Waterman 

So Mr. BARKLEY's amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, in order to carry out in sub

section 3 the proper ratio as carried in the amendment just 
adopted, I move, on page 204, in line 11, to strike out " $4 per 
dozen and 50'' and to insert in lieu thereof" 78," which, accord
ing to the Tariff Commission, is the proper rate on these straw 
hats. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if the Senate desires to vote on 
this subsection as it voted on the amendment just adopted, 78 
per cent is the proper relative percentage based on the vote just 
taken on subsection 4, as stated by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 204, line 11, the Senator from 

Kentucky proposes to strike out "$4 per dozen and 50" and to 
insert "78," so as to read: -

Blocked or trimmed (whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, or 
stained), 78 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That gives the relatively proper rate on 
unsewed hats as compared to the 88 per cent on sewed hats. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will this assure of an 
Italian monopoly? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, I think not. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky. 
[Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro

ceded to call the roll. 
Mr. GLENN (when his name was called). Making the same 

announcement as on the last vote, I vote "nay." 
Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the 

same announcement as before with reference to my pair and 
its transfer to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Pr'ITMAN], I vote 
"yea." 

Mr. PHIPPS (when Mr. WATERMAN's name was._ called). 
Repeating the announcement made on the previous vote, if my 
colleague were present he would vote " nay " on this question. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the junior Sena

tor from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] is absent on official business. 

--
Mr. DALE. I have been paired by transfer of the pair of 

the Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN]. I transfer my pair to 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] and vote "nay." 

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs: 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSoN]; 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WATERMAN] with the Sen

ator from Utah [Mr. KING]; and 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Al.LEN] with the Senator ~rom 

Tennessee [Mr. BROCK]. 
The result was announced-yeas 4{), nays 37, as follows: 

- YEAS-40 
Ashurst Connally Howell 
Barkley ~¥1\ting La Follette 
Black McKellar 
Blaine Fletcher McMaster 
Blease George Norbeck 
Borah Glass Norris 
Bratton Harris Nye 
Brookhart Harrison Overman 
Capper Hawes Schall 
Caraway Heflin Sheppard 

NAYS-37 
Bingham Greene Me.tcalf 
Broussard Grundy Moses 
Copeland Hastings Oddie 
Dale Hatfield Patterson 
Deneen Hebert Phipps 
Fess Johnson Ransdell 
Gillett Jones Robsionc:i Ky. 
Glenn Kean Shortri ge 
Goff Ke~s Smoot 
Goldsborough Me ary Steiwer 

NOT VOTING-19 
Allen Gould McCulloch 
Baird Hale Pine 
Brock Hayden Pittman 
Couzens Kendrick Reed 
Frazier King Robinson, Ark. 

So Mr. BARKLEY's amendment was agreed to. 

Ship stead 
Simmons 
Smith 
Steck 
Swanson 
Thomas, Okla. 
Trammell 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Sullivan 
Thomas, Idaho 
Townsend 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Walc()tt 
Watson 

Robinson, Ind. 
Stephens 
Waterman 
Wheeler 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
SMOOT] and I have agreed as a matter of harmony that on pag4J 
204, in line 24, and on page 205, in lines 2 and 3, the ad valorem 
duties there carried ought to be stricken out and 90 per cent 
ad valorem inserted in lieu of that rate, in view of the rate 
fixed on rayon. I offer that amendment to the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in conformity with what the 
Senate has already done, the changes suggested by the Senator 
from Kentucky ought to be made. The proposed amendment 
will make tlle whole paragraph in the right proportion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FEss in the chair). Be
fore that may be done there will have to be a reconsideration 
of the vote by which the committee amendments were adopted. 
Without objection, the vote by which the two committee amend
ments wer.e agreed to, the one in lines 23, 24, and 25, on page 
204, and the other in lines 1, 2, and 3, on page 205, will be 
reconsidered. 

Mr. BARKLEY. On page 204, line 24, in the committee 
amendment, I move to strike out " $4 per dozen and 50 " and 
insert in lieu thereof " 90." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 204, line 24, the Senator from 

Kentucky moves to strike out " $4 per dozen and 50 " and insert 
"90," so as to read: 

Blocked or trimmed (whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, or 
stained), 90 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 
Mr. BARKLEY. On page 205, lines 2 and 3, in the commit

tee amendment I move to strike out " $4 per dozen and 60" and 
insert " 90." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend
ment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 205, lines 2 and 3, the Senator 
from Kentucky moves to strike out "$4 per dozen and 60" and 
insert " 90,'' so as to read : 

If sewed (whether or not blocked, trimmed, bleached, dyed, colored, 
or stained), 90 per cent ad valorem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
'l1he yeas an~ nays were ordered, and the legislative clerk pro

ceeded to call the rolL 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I 

transfer my pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
STEPHENS] to the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. B'A.IRD] 
and will vote. I vote "nay." 
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fr. SIMMONS "(when hts name was called). Repeating my 

pr<•viou. nnnoun ment as to my pair o.nd it transfer, I vote 
"y a." 

'l'he roll all wnA concluded. 
Mr. Ol..F.lNN. I transter my g neral pair with the junior Sen

ator fr m Ari:r..ona [Mr. HAYDEN] to the junior Senator from 
Mnine [Mr. OULO] and will vote. I vote" nay." 

The r ult was announced-y n.., 43, nays 37, a . f llows: 

· A11bur. t 
Bnrkl y 
Bin k 
Ulnln 
m n: 
Hornh 
H•·utton 
Br okhnrt 
Cnpp r 
(' ruwny 
• nnnlly 

Blnghnm 
Hruu!lr·ard 
t'opr.lund 
Dol(> 
ll n • n 
I•' sR 
<llll••tt 
mcnn 
Oort' 
C:oldflborough 

lh•n 
Hnlrd 
ltrock 
Frazll'r 

Couz ns 
L~l~~uu.: 
Ji'l tch r 
G or~e 
,Ia R 

llnrriR 
Illlrt'iMOn 
IlllW(' 
l.It>tlln 
How II 

r n 
Grundy 
Ual 
Hnstln~ 
IIatfit'ld 
llclx'rt 
.Tohm;on 
• ron 
J< nn 
K l') 

YEAS--43 
La Follette 
McK«'llnr 

leMa ter 
Norbeck 

Ol'ri8 
Nye 
Overman 
Ran d 11 
Schall 

heppnrd 
SbipRteud 

NAY 37 
M ury 
Metcalf 
Mosc 
Oddie 
l'ntter on 
l'hlpps 
Robin on~Jnd. 
Rob ion, n..y • 

bortrJdge 
Smoot 

NOT YOTI -16 

Rim mons 
mltb 
teck 
wan son 

Thomas, Okla. 
Trammell 
Wa~ner 
\Val h,Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

ulllvan 
Tbomas, Idaho 
Towll.8end 
'fyding. 
Vandenberg 
Walcott 
Wat~n 

noulll ~~ unoch RolJin!'!on, Ark. 
Uayden Pine ~ tel w r 
K'•ndrlck I'lttman Stepbcn. 
King R ed \ ·aterman 

BARKLEY's am ndmeut to the amendm nt was 

rn~· on. 

Ar. 
Mr. AL n ot fas a ·hu · tts. The rate which we have 

ju. t vot d upon n to bat made wholly or in chi f vo.lue of any 
braid ontllinin" rayon, block d or trimmed, is 90 per cent? 

Mr. 'M T. That rate is 90 per cent. 
Mr. "' ATJ n or Mn ~tchu etts. And on bats made of the 

snme mnt rial, If Rew d, til rate 1s 90 per cent? 
Mr .• '.M T. Y . ; and that is in conformity, as I said before, 

wiU1 th rate in ub ion 3, on page .204, covering bloeked or 
u·lmm d ltat ·, 7 per cent. 

Mr. W ALHII of Mnssncbu etts. The two latter rates, how
V(!l', nrf~ .light inct a · ? 
Mr. M 0'1'. They are light increases, but t.bey are 1n con

formity with Ute rat upon which we have air dy voted. 
1r. IMM . Tb nator from Ma. sa busetts means 

"slight incr n. s" over the rat in the p ent law? 
Mr. WAL H of Ma sa bu etts. Yes; over the rates in the 

p nt law. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But a great decrease from the rates pro
vided by the Hou e and the blll as reported to the Senate? 

Mr. WALSH of Mas cbusetts. Exactly. 
The PRE !DENT pro tempore. The qu stion is on agreeing 

to the amendment of the committee as amended. 
The amendment, o.s amended, was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the next amendment to be con

sid r d will be found on page 223, lines 2! and 25, relating to 
handkerchiefs. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, before we leave section 1505 
I hould like to make a suggestion to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. MOOT. Mr. President, I think I know the subject 
which t11e enator is going to bring up. I will talk to the 
S nator about it; I agree with the suggestion be is going to 
make, and I will speak to· the Senator a to the point where the 
in erti n which be desires bould be placed. It is not because 
I have any objection to it that I o.sk the Senator to defer his 
remarks until after action bas been taken on the pending para
graph, because I think his suggestion is a very proper on~ 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. 
The PRE IDE IT pro tempore. The amendment will be 

stat d. 
The CHIEF Cu:Rx:. In paragraph 1529 (b), page 223, line 24, 

after the word " composed," it is propo ed to in ert "valu d 
at not over 60 cents per dozen, 3 cents each and 40 per cent 
ad valor m ; valued at over 60 cents per dozen," so as to read: 

(b) Handk('rchiefs, wholly or in part of lace, and handkerchiefs em
broidered (whether with a plain or fancy initial, monogram, or other
wis , and whether or not the embroidery is on a scalloped edge), tiun
bour d, appliquM, or from which threads have been omitted, drawn, 
punched, or cut, and with threads introduced after weaving to finish or 
ornament the openwork, not including one row of straight hem titchlng 
adjoining the hem; all the foregoing, finished or unfinished, of what
ever material composed, valued at not over 60 eents per dozen, 3 c nts 
each and 40 per cent ad valor m; valued at over 60 cents per dozen, 4 
cents each and 40 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. Pre'ident--
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I offer--
The PRE !DENT pro tempore. . The Senator from Iowa 1s 

recognized. 
PROHIBITIO:i ENFORCEMENT 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. Pre ident, I desire to change the sub
ject for a minute or two and to add a little information upon 
the prohibition subject, which I think ought to be con idered 
at thi particular time. It relates to the Century Club of 7 
W t Forty-third Street, New York. I have a erted before 
that one of the great difficulties in enforcing the prohibition 
law wa due to the attitude of high .. ociety, and, a I under
stand, the Century Club is one of the highest ocio.l organiza
tion in the country. Here is the information which I d ·ir to 
pr ·ent to the Senate at this time. The letter from whi(;b I 
read says: 

With all the chaotic conditions now surrounding the enforcement of 
the Volstead Act, why not inquire something about the special privilege 
accorded this association, wbere real gin cocktails are served at the 
monthly club dinners, u ually attended by 100 to 150 membt r , and 
then con. ider the wonderful Fish Hou~e rum punch that appeared at the 
last New Year's Eve celebration 1 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BR OKHART. I will yield in ju.,t a moment. 
Mr. BLAINE. I wanted to call the Senator's attention to a 

provll.ion in the law which I thought might perhaps better en
able him to appreciate the situation upon which he is comment
in..... I b lleve the Volstead Act prohibits the adverti in~ of 
intoxicating liquors, but now the Senator is telling eYerybody 
where the public may get them. [Laurrbter.] 

Mr. BR OKHART. The Con titution of the United S:tates 
makes the floor of the Senate privile"ed; so I am not particu
larly alarmed at the "nigg r shooter" u ed by the enator 
from Wisconsin. [Laughter.] 

l\1r. President, I think this is important information, if trn . 
It is not all the information I have here, but it is all I am going 
to disclose to-day. I especially want to call this information to 
the attention of Mr. Geor"e W : Wicker ham, the chairman of 
the President's Law Enforcement Commission. and I hope that 
at an early day be will be ready to advl:e us how to top th . 
violations of the liquor law in the Century Club, at 7 We t 
Forty-third Street, Tew York. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Pr sident, will the Senntor tell u who 
signed the letter? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the enator from Connecticut? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield. ./ 
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Mr. BINGHAM. Will the Senator give us the source of his 

information? 
Mr. BROOKHART. I will not do so at this time. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I have been interested in lis

tening to what the Senator from Iowa has just read. May I say 
to him, in all good faith, that if he will take a week off and go 
to any large city in the country and diligently search around 
he will find a good many places where liquor is sold. In my 
judgment he can uncover in almost every town conditions which 

. are no different from those mentioned in the letter from which 
he has just read. In New York, Chicagn, Philadelphia, St. 
Louis, Baltimore, San Francisco, and New Orleans he will find 
plenty of places, if he is diligent, where he can get all the liquor 
he wants. 

Mr. BROOKHART. I can get all I want right here right 
now, and that is none. I do not have to go to Chicago or Balti
more. I will call the Senator's attention to this fact: When 
Chicago had 7,000 open saloons she had 12,000 speak-easies-
12,000 of them-paying licenses to the Government of the United 
States, in violation of the State law. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BROOKHART. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 

is recognized. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I should like also to call to the Senator's 

attention the fact that the latest reports show that 813 people 
died of alcoholism last year. Eight hundred and thirteen people 
per year is 70 per cent of the highest number of people who 
died from alcoholism in this country in any year prior to pro
hibition. 

I 'should like also to call to the Senator's attention the fact 
that the Government seized a quarter of a million stills last 
year. 

I should like also to call to his attention the fact that the 
Government seized 27,000,000 gallons of mash last year, and 
that if we assume that three or four gallons of illicit liquor 
got out into the market for every gall:on seized, the consumption 
of liquor on that basis would be just the same to-day as it was 
in the peak year prior to prohibition. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, the Senator belongs to 
that crowd of intellectual people who are absolutely crazy on 
the prohibition question ; and he does not realize what a small 
proportion those figures amount to in comparison with the whole 
number of 120,000,000 people in the United States. 

A few days ago the Senator put into the RECORD the state
ment that there were 1,360 killings due to prohibition in 10 
years. Mr. President, we found out that there are 9,000 mur
ders a year-an expert appeared before our committee and made 
that statement-and only 1,360 of them in 10 years in the whole 
United States were due to prohibition! If the Senator would go 
out and size up this thing, he would find that no other law in 
the history of the world has ever bad such great comparative 
success as the prohibition law in the United States. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I admit its success, because under it 
we have eliminated all apparent use of liquor on the outside, 
and people have all they want on the inside; so both sides are 
satisfied. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes; the people in high society have all 
they want, and they are the ones we are after now. We will 
soon take care of them, and then this question will be settled. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am sure the Senator means that the 250,000 
stills there were seized last year were all seized in the drawing
rooms and the salons of the very exclusive social set of the 
United States of America. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Iowa what was the name of the club he men
tioned? 

Mr. BROOKHART. I do not know whether it is one of the 
clubs that vote for the Senator or not. I believe not. It is the 
Century Club. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator mean the Century Asso
ciation? 

Mr. BROOKHART. The Century Association. 
Mr. COPELAND. Do I understand that the Senator was 

there and saw liquor consumed? 
Mr. BROOKHART. Oh, no; I was not there. 
Mr. COPELAND. I wondered bow the Senator got in. I 

could not get in with a pickax. 
Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator from New York, of course, 

is known as a personal dry. He could not get 1n; but even in 
New York City the prohibition situation has improved beyond 
belief. When I was in northern New York last summer--

Mr. COPELAND. Pardon me. What did I understand the 
Senator to say-that the conditions in New York have im
proved? 

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes; in New York City itself. 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator mean the financial con
ditions? 

Mr. BROOKHART. No; the booze conditions. 
Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator say that the booze con

ditions tn New York have improved? 
Mr. BROOKHART. Very much. There is not above one-fifth 

or one-sixth the liquor consumed there that there used to be. 
Why, I was in northern New York last year, and the New 

York policemen going up to Canada and coming back to the 
United States would flash their stars on the revenue patrol; 
and whenever they flashed a star the boys searched those police
men, and every time they found booze on them. It is getting 
so scarce in New York City that even the police go to Canada 
to buy their booze. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, when any Senator stands 
on the floor of the Senate and says there is less drinking in 
New York State and less consumption of liquor than before the 
prohibition act went into effect, be must be blind and deaf. 

With the exception of the small percentage of persons who 
naturally turn aside from a bad habit in a decade, it is my 
opinion that every man in New York State who drank liquor 
10 years ago and is now alive is drinking liquor to-day, and can 
get it. Further, in my opinion there have been more accessions 
to the ranks of the drinkers in these 10 years than in any other 
decade that I can remember. I believe that in New York State 
to-day, and perhaps in every State---eertainly in every State 
that I know anything about-there are more persons drinking 
liquor now than did 10 years ago, and that the total consump
tion of liquor is greater than it was a decade ago. 

I am sorry to say that. I am sorry that there is such a con
dition of affairs as we face to-day, but that is the situation. 

In my judgment the reason for it is very clear. Instead of 
giving instruction in the evils of liquor drinking, all the good 
people, the pious people, the churches, the sehools, and the homes 
have stopped teaching the importance of temperance. Like the 
man who owed a lot of money to the bank, gave his note and 
said, " Thank God, that is settled," so these people stopped their 
instruction when the Volstead Act was passed. 

May I say to my friend from Iowa that much as I regret it, 
I am here to say that the methods which are now used to enforce 
prohibition are bound to fail. I fear and believe the law is an 
unenforceable one. But certainly anybody who says there is less 
drinking in the State of New York than there was 10 years ago 
is a very poorly informed indivipual. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, let me call to the attention of 
the Senator from Iowa this fact : 

The reports of the chiefs of police for 450 towns and cities, 
embracing 26 per cent of the population of America, show that 
last year over 700,000 persons were arrested for drunkenness. 
That does not include any figures for the city of Chicago, nor 
for Detroit, where the golden rule is in effect-namely, that 
they take a drunken man home, unless he is disorderly, rather 
than to the police station. 

So that, excluding Chicago and Detroit, in 450 towns and 
cities in America, according to the police statistics, 700,000 
people were arrested for drunkenness last year ; and if the 
Senator will look at those statistics he will find that his own 
State is just about on a level with all the other States in the 
Union in that respect. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5616) to amend 
the act entitled "An act to provide that the United States shall 
aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for 
other purposes," approved July 11, 1916, as amended and sup
plemented, and for other purposes, requested a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and that Mr. DoWELL, Mr. BRAND of Ohio, and Mr. ALMON were 
appointed managers on the part of the House at the con
ference. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 8960) making appropriations for the Departments of 
State and Justice, and for the judiciary, and for the Depart
ment of Commerce and Labor for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1931, and for other purposes, in which it requested the con
currence of the Senate. 

FORCED LABOR (S. DOC. NO. 74) 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, to divert the attention of the 
Senate from the prohibition bed-time stories of the Senator 
from Iowa, I ask unanimous consent to have printed as a 
Senate document a report made by Mr. Andrew Furusetb, the 
president of the International Seamen's Union of America, re
lating to the Geneva conference in connection with forced labor 
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nnu in<l ntured lnbor with penalty clauses-a subject which the 

nnt bas cousWcrccl in the consid ration of the tari.fr bill, 
anu ·hich, I unrlerHtand, it will again con ider when the bill 
iS report e<l from the Committee of the ·whole to the Senate. 

I nsk unaulmou · con cnt to have this report published as a 
" •mtl uo ·ument. 

'l'hc PRE IDE rr pro tempore. Is th re objection? The 
hnir hears noue. 

WOMEN'S PA'l'RTO'l'lO CONFERENCE ON NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Mt·. 1\lcl~ELLAR. Mr. Pre ident, I am going to take about 
two minute or th nut ' time. 

I nttt>nded t11e li'ifth Women's Patriotic Conference on National 
D •J'c.,u,.;e n.t tb D. A. R. Hull last night. I wish every Senator 
of the Untteu Stntes and every memb r of this administration 
conlcl hn ,.e been pre cot and heard the speeche. made there. 

.Mr. Pre~hlent, frequ •ntly I have been criticized for having 
voted to giv the right of suffrag to women. After hearing 
tlw. ladi .' la. t nt~ht I was more delighted than ever that I bad 
s vot d. 

Pntriotism, Mr. Pr 'ld nt, .eerns to be a vanli:;hing attribute 
of out· P{"loOple. Mnny of our men, e pecially, seem to regard it 
a an unde. irable thing. They think only in terms of interna
tionnllHm. With many of them love of country seems to be 
wnuiug. 

In r • nt year in some quart rs yielding to foreign countries, 
con. tautly lo kin~ at all qu ·tions from the for ign viewpoint 
rn1 h 1· th n our wn has b come c]lnite popular. L t evening, 
th r for , wns n henr't nina and delightful evening. I do not 
know wh n I hav enjoyed one more; and I want to take this 
o 'c·n~inn, Mr. r>r siclent, to commend in the highe t degree the 
f;pl<•ndid nnd pntriotic sp che of Mrs. Low<>ll Fletcher Hobart, 
Mr·R. onald Macrae, and MI . Virgil McClure. 

I am proud that our laud has such wom n-women who be
ll v in Am rica; w m n who stand for the very be t that there 
1. in Am t·i a ; wom n who are not of the milk-and-water 
vnri 't., but who hav pinions and are not afraid to expr s 
them ; women who love tb lr country and are not ashamed of it, 
who hav patriot! m and are proud of such patriotism, who 
bnve a country tllat is the gr utest country in the world, and 
th y ar not afraid to oy it. I am proud that we have women 
Ilk th<'S , who are not toadying to foreign countries, and who 
tltlnk b tter of their own c untry than they do of other 
c untri ~. 

N r can I 1 t tl1is o casion pa , Mr. President, without having 
u word to ay about the attitude of the American Legion as e:x:
pr :-;. ed by its national commander, Maj. 0. L. Bodenhamer. 
Major odcnhnmer e.·pr him 1f in no uncertain term . 
JI made a wonderful addres , a patriotic addre , an American 
ndclrc·s. I wish very man in tbe nate could have beard that 
nd<lr SR. I hope he will have it printed and sent to every Mcm
b r of tile nate, esr>ccially. 

A ain, there wn the addre:: of Mr. Thomas Campbell Wash
ington, a dir t de c ndant of George Wa ·bington's brother, 
John Augu tine Washington. Mr. Wa. hington' address was 
tlll d with e. pre~ ions of patriotic devotion to hi own country. 
n did n t talk about the need of other countries. ne did not 
tnllc: nb ut th power of other countri . ne did not talk about 
the ywe. ti~e of other rountri ' , but he told the tory of hi. own 
ountry a befitted n mun by the nam of Wa. hington. 

And lastly cnme the nddr .. s of the Rev. Edmund J. Wal b, 
d .an of the G rg town S ho 1 of l!'or ign • ervice. Doctor 
Walsh mnue an acldr a that the Senate ought to read. I am 
fl·n.nk to say that he gave me a totally different idea about the 
n . ltl of moral a. w 11 as materlul defcn. ·e of thi Govern
m nt of ur . 

the whole, Mr. Pr~ldent, la t night's meeting was a woo
d l'ful m ting. I con!!Tatulnte all tl10~e who took part in it. 
All honor to cnch and every organization and representative! 
Th y are r al Americans. They ar real people. I do not believe 
tb rc was n " sissy " among them. 

Mr. Pr si<lcnt, the b t road to a real and p rmnnent peace i. 
along the routf' marked out by these splendid 100 per cent Ameri
rnn organizn Uon . 

I cl lr h re nncl now to read the names of the orgnniz.'ltions 
rPpr • ntcd in that conf renee : 
OJtOANlZATlONB PA1t'£ICIPAT!NO TN TIIJD WO~ . ·'s PATRIOTIC CONFJimE. 'CE 

ON NA'.rtONAt. DF.J'ENSE JANUAnY ttl, 301 AND 31, 1930 

American Gold St.nr Mothers; American Le~lon Auxtlinry; American 
War !others; Am ricnn Women's Legion: Auxiliary to ons of Union 
Vel ran of .I vii Wnr; B(•rgcn County Women's Repnblicnn Club of 
N<'w .T<·r~"Y; oloniul D~ughters of the Scv<'nlc nth entury; Daughters 
or thc C'olonll\l Wnrs (luc.) : Dnu~hterR of the Defenders of t.he Repub
llc, U. . A. : Dauglllus of the Union V('teran. ot the Civil Wnr, 1861-
11-)Url; the Government lub (Inc.) ; Ladles of the Grand .Army of the 
RPpubllc; Ladies' Aux11iary, Veterans o! l!'orclgn Wars; national Amerl-

can veteran and allled patriotic organizations; National Au::dlinry, 
United Spanish War Veterans; National Patriotic As. elution ; National 
Society, Colonial Daughters of America; National Society ot Colonial 
Descendants of America; National Society, Daughters ot the Amerit'nn 
Colonist ; National Sodety, Daughters of the American R<'volution; 
National Society, Daughter of Founders and Patriots of America; 
National ociety, Dames of the Loyal Legion; National Society, Dau.;h
ters of the Revolution ; National Society, Daughters of the Union, 
1861-1865; National Society of New Engl:llld Women; • ·auonnl oci •ty, 
Patriotic Builders of America; National Society, Patriotic Women of 
America; National Society, United States Daughters of 1812 ; National 
Society, Women Descendants of the Ancient and Honorable Artill<'ry 
Company; New York City Colony of New England Women; Service Rtar 
Legion (Inc.) ; Society of Sponsors of the Dnlted tatcs Navy; the 
Guadalupe Club of 1848; the National Patriotic Council ; the National 
Women's Relief Corps; the Security League of We tchester; Wom<.'n's 
Naval Sen-ice; Women of the Army and ~avy Legion of Vnlor; 
Women's Overseas ervice League; Women's Conatitutional League. 

I read this because it is a roll of honor at this time when 
our country, in my judument, is threatened more insidiously 
than it has been threatened in many, many decndes. I am 
happy to know that these organizations, the~e patriotic and 
splendid organizations of the United State~. are on the watc:h, 
looking after the interests of tb.e United States, of our country, 
when the most of us are silent, while threats are being made 
concerning us. 

PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT 

Mr. WALSH of Mas achusetts. Mr. President, apropo of 
tbe subject matter which the Senator from Iowa dLcu sed a 
few minutes ago, I want his attention while I rend a little 
5-linc poem which came to me through the mail from Iowa. 
Though he may not agree with the sentiment e:xpres ed therein, 
I am ure he will admire the poem. It is as follows : 

I come from way out in Iowa, 
The home of corn and many an art, 

Where bootleggin's so bad 
It makes all of us sad 

That everyone knows it but BnooKIIART. 

CONSTRUCTION OF RUlllL POST BOADS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FEas in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the action of the House of Repre entntives 
dl<\agreeing to the amendmeuL of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5616) to amend the act entitled "An act to provide that the 
United States shall aid the States in the con truction of rur~tl 
PO~ t road , and for other purpo e ," approved July 11, 1916, as 
amended and supplemented, and for other purpo es, and re
questing a confer nee with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I move that the Senate in..,ist upon its amend
ments, agree to the reque t of the Hou e for a conference, and 
that the Chair appoint tile conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion wa agreed to ; and the Pre iding Officer ap
pointed Mr. PHJI>PS, Mr. MosES, and Mr. MoKEu:..A.R conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

HOUSE BILL REFl':RRED 

The bill (H. R. 8960) making appropriations for the De
Pai'tlnents of State and JuAice and for the judiciary, and for 
the Departments of Commerce and Labor, for the fi cal year 
ending June 30, 1931, and for other purpo e , wa • read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PHILIPPL ~E I~J>EPENDENCE 

Mr. HAWES. Mr. Pre~ident, for just a moment I want to 
refer to the discu ions in relation to the Philippines. orne
thing was said yesterday regarding the favoring of Philip
pine independence from a selfish motive. I have now in my 
po~ ssion a letter from n l\1r. J. L. Rogers, of Kansas ity, 
basing hi opposition to Philippine independence upon the 
ground that po .. sibly we might not sell a few yards of cotton 
cloth to the Ph!lippines. I ask penni ion to in .. rt in the 
RECORD this letter and my reply. 

The PRESIDL G OFFICER. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 

printed in the REconn, a follows: 
ST. JosEPH, Mo., January e1, 1930. 

Hon. HARRY B. HAWES, 
Ufllited Statea Senate, 'Wa llingtott, D. a. 

DEAR Sm: I nm the we~tern repre entn.tive of Woodward, Baldwin 
& Co.., New York, sole selling ag('nts for a nom~r of southern cotton 
mills, manufacturers of cotton cloths tor domestic and export trade. 

I wl h to enter my protest against the pending bill granting inde
pendence to the Philippine Island ' . In my judgment the pn. sage of this 
bill would result in tbe economic ruin of the Philippines and destroy 
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the very satisfactory trade we have built up with them, after many 
years of effort and expense. The amount of cotton goods imported 
into the Philippines from the United States during the year 1928 
amounted to something over $15,000,000, or a little more than one
sixth of the total imports from this country. This condition should 
not be disturbed by hast3'-...legislation. 

Will you kindly give this matter full consideration, in which case I 
am sure the cotton manufacturers of this country will have your 
support in defeating this bill. 

Yours very truly, 
J. L. ROGERS. 

JANUARY 30, 1930. 
Mr. J. L. ROGERS, 

605 Manufacturers JJJa:chatl;{Je, '210 West Eighth Street, 
Kflnsas City, Mo. 

MY DEAR Sm: I have your letter of January 27 opposing the inde
pendence of the Philippines. 

Taking the opposite position are the three great national farm or
ganizations, the national dairy organization, union labor, and a large 

~ number of manufacturers. 
Personally, I can not understand how it would hurt the cotton 

business in the slightest degree, either in export sales or price, and I 
am sure that the Filipinos would greatly resent the placing of opposi
tion to their independence on such grounds. 

They are good customers of the United States now, and I assume 
will continue to be, but, if they are at all human, they wUl naturally 
resent the placing of opposition to independence upon the narrow 
ground of the possible loss of sales of cotton-piece goods. 

When we took over the Philippines it was under an express promise 
of ultimate freedom made by the Congress of the United States and 
practically every President of the United States, and both political 
parties since that time have made declarations favorable to inde
pendence. 

After having had them under American control for thirty-odd 
years, we are now called upon to redeem this promise ; and, in addi
tion, an economic situation has developed which is causing agriculture, 
dairying, industry, business, and union labor to ask that independence 
be granted. 

If cotton piece-goods manufacturers in the United States are to oppose 
independence upon the sole ground that it may entail the loss of sales 
of some yards of cloth, it is just as well that our people in the Phil
ippines should know the basis of this oppositio"n. Personally, I think 
it is unpatriotic and, in addition, will call for very proper and natural 
resentment from the citizens of the Philippine Islands who are your 
customers. 

I assume that some alarmist who does not understand the matter, 
who is not conversant with the hearings now going on before the Senate 
committee, bas given you a false view of the subject. 

If you have any reason of an appealing character for your opposition 
to Philippine independence, other than the remote possibility of the loss 
of sales of some yards of cotton, I would be glad to have it. 

I can not place the sale of piece-goods cotton as a real argument 
against Philippine independence and liberty, which we have so continu
ously promised. 

We should keep in mind our early struggles, and those ot other 
nations, for liberty and self-determination. 

If I were a Filipino I would not buy a yard of cloth or any mer
chandise from any merchant anywhere who opposed the national aspira
tion for self-determination and self-government. 

Yours sincerely, 
HARRY B. HAWES. 

Mr. HAWES. Mr. President, the junior Senator from Michi
gan [Mr. VANDENBERG] finding that there was some discussion 
as to the constitutional right of the United States to grant 
independence to the Philippines, very properly placed in the 
RECORD a discussion on that subject from an impartial source, 
the legislative drafting committee of the Senate. I now ask 
to have inserted in the RECoRD an additional statement regard
ing the constitutional right of the United States to grant inde
pendence. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows : 
[Memorandum of Hon. Manuel Roxas, Speaker of the House of Repre

sentatives of the Philippine Islands, submitted at the hearings before 
the Committee on Territories and Insular Affairs of the United States 
Senate on Wednesday, January 15, 1930] 

PRESENT POLITICAL STATUS OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS UNDER THE 
CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES 

Soon after the acquisition by the United States of the Philippine 
Islands and Porto Rico many questions arose which required the deter
mination of the political status of such territories within the Union. 
As Chief Justice Taft said, " Few questions have been the subject of 
such discussion and dispute in our country as the status of our terri-

tories acquired from Spain in 1898." (Balzac v. Porto Rico, 258 
u. s. 298.) 

While at first the question gave rise to doubts and perplexities, a long 
line of authoritative pronouncements bas finally settled this legal and 
constitutional question. In the case of Downes v. Bidwell (182 U. S. 
244) it was held that such territories are appurtenant and belonging to 
the United States but are not a part of the United States within the 
meaning of the Federal Constitution. When these territories were ceded 
to the United States under the treaty of Paris they ceased to be foreign. 
However, they did not become truly domestic. Neither did they consti
tute a soverelgn power, but "came under the complete and absolute 
sovereignty and domain of the United States." But while thus recog
nized us a territory of the United States, they did not become incor
porated to the United States. Mr. Justice White, in the case of Ras
mussen v. United States (197 U. S. 516), said: 

" Whilst by the treaty with Spliin the Philippine Islands had come 
under the sovereignty of the United States and were subject to its con
trol as a dependency or possession, those islands had not been incor
porated into the United States as a part thereof, and therefore Congress, 
in legislating concerning them, was subject only to the provisions of the 
Constitution applicable to territory occupying that relation." 

Ceded territory can only be incorporated and made a part of the 
United States by congressional action. The treaty of Paris merely ceded 
the Philippine Islands to the United States and did not attempt to in
corporate them or their inhabitants into the United States. Neither has 
Congress taken such action. Indeed, the Congress of the United States 
has expressly declared that the acts passed by the Congress are not 
applicable to the Philippine Islands unless expressly made so. 

Congress possesses plenary and supreme power to legislate over the 
Philippine Islands under the authQrity granted by the Constitution to 
"make all needful rules and regulations respecting their territory or 
other property belonging to the United States." This power of Congress 
is broad and is not limited by the provisions of the Federal Constitu
tion. The only limitations that have been recognized are those which 
spring from those safeguards which guarantee moral and natural rights 
constituting the unwritten law within and outside the Constitution. 
But while not an incorporated Territory, and therefore not a part of 
the United States in the domestic sense, the Philippines is not a foreign 
country in an international sense. In this respect the Philippines con
stitutes an integral part of the American Union. 

As a consequence of this anomalous political status of the Philippine 
Islands the status of the inba.bitants of that cotmtry bas also given rise 
to serious controversy. They are not aliens. They owe allegiance to 
the United States but are not citizens of the United States. The doc
trine of collective naturalization which has been ' applied to the in
habitants of territories acquired by the United States previously to the 
Spanish-American War by treaty, purchase, or political incorporation 
could not apply to the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands. Indeed, 
article 9 of the treaty of Paris left their civil rights and political status 
to be determined by Congress. 

"This fact," said the United States Supreme Court, "is an implied 
denial of the rights of the inhabitants to American citizenship until 
Congress by Federal action shall signify its assent thereto." (Downes 
v. Bidwell (1901), 182 U. S. 244 at 280.) 

The Filipinos are citizens of the Philippine Islands, owing allegiance 
to the United States, but are not citizens of the United States within 
the meaning o:f the American Constitution. However, they are American 
nationals entitled to the protection of the United States in their dealings 
with foreign countries. Mr. Justice Malcolm, of the Supreme Court of 
the Philippine Islands, summarizing his discussion of this question, says : 

"From a negative standpoint the Philippines occupy a relation to the 
United States different from that of other noncontiguous territory; not 
a foreign country ; not sovereign or quasi sovereign ; not a State or an 
incorporated Territory; not a part of the United States in a domestic 
sense; not under the Constitution, except as it operates on the Presi
dent and Congress; and not a colony. The Filipinos are neither aliens, 
subjects, nor citizens of the United States. • • • As a keen ob
server has said, the government of the Philippine Islands is a govern
ment foreign to the United States for domestic purposes, but domestic 
for foreign purposes-a position midway between that of being territory 
abSolutely and domestic territory absolutely." 

In the case of the United States v. Bull decided by the Supreme Court 
ot the Philippine Islands (15 Phil. 7), Mr. Justice Elllott, following the 
doctrine laid down by the Supreme Court of the United States, thus de
fines the status of the Philippines: 

"This government of the Philippine Islands is not a state or a terri
tory, although its form and organization somewhat resemble that of 
both. It stands outside of the constitutional relation which unites the 
States and Territories into the Union. The authority for its creation and 
maintenance is derived from the Constitution of the United States, which 
however, operates on the President and Congress, and not directly on 
the PhUippine Government. It is the creation of the United States, 
acting through the President and Congress, both deriving power from 
the same source, but from different parts thereof. For its powers and 
the limitations thereon the government of the Philippines looked to the 
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orders of the President bdore Congr s acted, and the aet.J of Congress 
after 1t assumed control. Its organic lnws are derived from the formally 
and legally expressed wlll of the President and Congress, instead of the 
populnr sovcr lgn constituency which lie. back of American constitutions. 
The power to legislate upon any aubject rclating to the Philippines .Ia 
prlmnrJly in Congress, and when it exercises such power tts act is, from 
the viewpoint of the Pblllpplncs, the legal equivalent of an amendment of 
n constitution In the Un1tcd Stdcs. 

"Within the llmlt of Its authority the government of the Philippines 
f n complete gov rnm ntal organism, with executive, legislative, and 
;Judicial d pnrtm nts x clalng the !unction commonly assigned to such 
d partment ·." 
1'1IB COX TlTUTIO . 'AL POWEll Oil' CO OBBSS TO DJ:CLARJD THJD PHILIPPINJI 

ISI.ANDS lrnEE AND UID.IilPIINDilNT 

nnvlng d termined tbe status of the Philippine Islands, It Is Important 
to eon ldcr wheth r Congre s baa the constitutional power to grant 
them lndepcnd nee. The dlscus.'Jion of this question bas been made 
imp ratlve not only bccnu c !rom time to time doubts have been ex
pr ed as to the pow r of CongTess to do so but also because on the floor 
of ongr s it If some Members have seriously que tioned that power. 

CONGRESS liAS l'OWl!m JIXI>RE SLY GRANTED 

The PhHtppine I lands were ncqulr d by the United States from 
Spain by virtue of the treaty of Paris. In that treaty it was expressly 
atlpulnted that " the clvll rights and the pollticnl status of the native 
tnbabltants of th terrttorles her by ceded to the United States shall be 
d t rmtned by the Congre ." But there 1s no expre s provision in the 
Constitution wbl h autborlzcs the Un1ted States to withdraw tts sov
er lgnty from a territory belonging to the United States. The only 
r t r •nee to " territorl a " In the Constitution Is contained ln section 3, 
pnrngraph 2, Article IV : 

" Th ongre shnll have power to dlapose of and make all needful 
rul nnd re ulatlon re pccting the territory or other property belonging 
to tb olted States." 

It ls insist ntly argue(} that this provision does not authorize Con
gr('SS to alienate territory by renouncing Its sovereignty the!'eln but 
m r~>ly confers that power over the publlc lands within the jurisdiction 
of the Unit (1 States. This nnrrow tnt rpretatlon of the coustltutlonal 
pro I lon J justified n lther by its clear and express terms nor by Its 
n ces nry tmpll atlon . If the provlsion was Intended to be limited 
to lands of the public domain, 1t seems d11ftcult to understand why that 
phrase was not employ d instead of the word " territory.'' Moreover, 
this clat1s of the Constitution is the fountain source of the power 
r ogn!V;('d to re Ide In the Congress to govern and legislate fs:Jr Terri
tories, both incorporated and unincorporated, belonging to the United 
Stat s. It such tnterpr tation can be given to thl provision, it is ob
vlon thot the word •• territory" herein used signifies political aub
dlviRlons rnther tbnn mercly portions of the public domain within any 
11uch territorial units. 
l'O\'I'Ell MAY DE IMPLIED FROM l'OWWl TO DECLA.RJI WAR AND MAKE 'l'IllllATlES 

But to d termine this qu stton 1t 1 not necessary to resort to express 
and tacit provl Ions of the Constitution. The Constitution of the 

nit d States J a llve instrum nt that ha grown with the country, 
ndju tlng Its lf to tbe cxigenclc of progres , power, ind importance 
which both in dome ·tic and foreign atrairs ba;e b n achieved in tbe 
cour e of tim . Thus, lt t conceded thnt the power of Congress under 
the Con tltutlon extend to those powers expr ly delegated by the 
Constitution, those powers Implied from expr ly delegated powers, and 
tho pow rs Implied as a re ultant from a group of expressed or Sm
plt<'d power 

The Con tltut1oo of the United States contains no provisions authoriz
ing th annexation of territory. But the Constitution grants to Con
gr ss tbe power to declare war. It also grants to the President, with 
th advlc and consent of the Senate, the power to make treaties. If 
the l•'cd •ral Government 1s authorlz d to make war and make treaties 
to ndju11t the r lo.UonR of the Gov rnment with foreign countries, it is 
cl ar that a a r ultant power the Federal Government has the implied 
pow r to annex territory as a cons quence of war or by virtue of the 
provl Ions ot. such treaties. 

It the power to acquire or annex territory as a resultant trom the 
expre, powers gro.ot d Jn the Constitution is admitted, there CAD be no 
plau lble reason to confine this power to the acqut ltlon and not to e:x
t d 1t to tbc allen tlon or cession or renunciation of sovereignty over 
terrltory as well. Indeed, Willoughby admits it as a matter ot course 
wh n b says, " Should the aiJcnatlon be by way of granting inde
J')<'ndcnc to n particular t rrltory, as, for example, Porto Rico or the 
l'hlllpplne Islands, tbl could be done by joint r solution." (Willoughby. 

onll tttutlonul Laws of the United States, p. 513.) 

I'OWPJU IS ENTIAL A'1'TDIB Til 01' SOVJCRE'JONTY 

A d ntnl of such right will deprive the Government of the United 
tnt of tho e pow<'rs which nrc essential attributes of sovereignty 

r oguh:cd to r<' Ide In the governm nt or all indep ndent countries, 1t 
t h(•y ar • lo deal ell' '<'tlvely with on another 1 n the discharge of their 
lot ·rnottonal rights and oblJgaUons. 

· In tbe Chinese exeloslon cases (130 U. S. ~81) the Supreme Court 
sald: 

"Wblle under the Constitution and form of government the great 
mass of local matters 1s controlled by local authorities, the United 
States in their relation to foreign countries and their IJtlbjects or cltl
&ens are one Nation, invested with powers which belong to independent 
nations, which ean be invoked for the maintenance of its absolute in
dependence and security through its entire territory." 

If the United States is possessed of all the attributes of so¥ereignty, 
1t mu t be possessed of all tho e powers which other independent 
sovereignties exerclse. If other Independent nation bnve granted in
dependence to portions of their territories, ean 1t be maintained thnt 
the Government of the United States is de¥oid of that authority? 

Professor Wlllougbby, 1n his monumental work on the Con titutional 
Law of the Un1ted States, says: 

"In fact it will be seen that the acquiring . of foreign territory has 
been treated ns a result incldental to, ratht>r than as a means for, the 
carrying on of a war and the conducting of foreign relations. This 
leads to the consideration of the doctrine which, constitutionally speak
Ing, appeals to the author as the soundest mode of sustaining the power 
ot the United States to acquire territory as well as the one which, in 
application, affords the freest scope of its exercise. According to this 
doctrine the right to acquire territory 1s to be searched for not as 1m
plied. ln the power to admit new- States 4lto the Union or as dependent 
specifl.cally on the war and treaty-making powers, but as derived from 
the fact that in all relatlona, governed by principles of international 
law, the General Government may be properly construed to have, in the 
absence ot. express prohibitions, all powers possessed generally by States 
of the world." I 

In this connection, it 1s interesting to note the long and important 
discussion which took place during the early years of the Republic 
regarding the power of the Federal Government to cede territory of a 
State without the latter's con ent. Both letfer on and Washington 
held that no such power existed. Hamilton, on the other band, ad
mUted that there could be lnstnnces when thls power might be nece -
sary. After a series of conflicting political and judicial opinions both 
Marshall and Story arrived at the conclusion that such power existed 
if the United States was to be considered as one and a single sovereign 
political Union with the ab1llty to act as such in its dealings with 
:foreign countries. They intimated that lt could well be possible that 
such cession was indispensable for the attainment of peace or the 
safety o:t the Nation, and even in order to obtain a sfmllar cc Ion from 
a foreign power which eeded tel'ritory was more important for the 
real and true interests of the whole Republic than the territory sought 
to be nllenated. As Chancellor Kent aptly says, " the better opinion 
would seem to be that such a power of cession must reside ln the 
treaty-making power under the Constitution, although a sound discretion 
would prohibit its exerclse without the con ent of the tntere ted state." 
(Kent, Commentaries, eec. 166.) 

Professor Willoughby maintains the ex1 tence of such power. Tbo e 
who are inclined to deny 1t reluctantly admit that many emergencies 
might occur compelling the recognition o! such power. But if the power 
to alienate territory belonging to a state without the consent of the 
state is disputed, the power to alienate such territory with the consent 
of the state or of a territory not belonging to any state has never been 
serlou ly questioned. 

CUBAN JNDltPJD .DE. ·ell A PRECJ!Dl!JNT 

The authority of Congress to grant independence to the Philippines 
ftnds a precedent in the ca e of Cuba. In the case of Downes -v. Bid
wen (182 U. S. 244), Mr. Justice White, speaking .for the coort, said: 

" True, from the exigency of a calamitous war or the necessity of 
making a settlement of boundaries it may be that citizen of the United 
States may be expatriated by the action of the treaty-making power, im
pliedly or expressly ratifl.ed by Congre. . But the arising of the e par
ticular conditions cnn not ju tlfy the general proposltion that territory 
which 1s an integral part of the United States may, as a m re act of 
Bale, be dlspo ed of.'' 

After deciding that Porto Rico and hence the Philippines had not 
been incorporated into the United States, he draws a parallel with the 
political statu of Cuba and uses the e signifl.cnnt word : 

•• It can not, it is submitted, be questioned that, under this provision 
of the treaty as long as the occupation of the Un1ted Sto.tes lasts, the 
benign sovereigny of the United States extends over and dominates the 
Isle of Cuba. Likewise, 1t is not, it seems to me, questionable that the 
period when that sovereignty is to cease ls to be determined by the 
legislative department of the Government of the United States in the 
exercise of the great duties imposed upon lt, and with a sense of re
sponsiblllty which 1t owes to the people of the Un1ted States • • • ." 

This statement admits that the sovereignty of the Un1ted State bad 
been established over Cuba. If this is true, then the recognition of tbP. 
independence of Cuba must be regarded as 11 precedent of dec! ive au· 
thority. The fact thnt upon the declaration of war against Spain the 
United States disclaimed " any disposition or intention to exercise 
sovereignty " over said Island does not change the legal aspect of tbe 
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act. When Spntn rellnqulsbed sovereignty ov-er Cuba sovereignty was 
transferred to the United States. Only upon this assumption can the 
Platt amendment with the restrictions upon Cuban sovereignty and in
dependence imposed by the United States be cons~itutionally upheld. 
For if the United States did not possess sovereignty 'over Cuba it could 
not by that amendment retain portions of it. 

POWER TO GRANT INDEPENDENCE IMPLIED FROM POWER TO GOVERN 

It could also be plausibly contended that the power to grant inde
pendence to the Philippines arises by necessary implication from the 
power to govern Territories. If such power exists, then the authority 
exists to provide self-government for such Territory. The difference 
is only a matter of degree. In fact, Mr. Justice Brown, in the Insular 
cases, expressly intimated that the Pllilippines and Porto Rico "might 
be permitted to form independent governments." 
POWER U.!PLIED FROM POWER '1'0 PASS LEGISLATION TO FULFILL TREATY 

OBLIGATIONS 

This question can yet be viewed from another angle. Cases have 
occurred when laws of the United States have been declared constitu
tional because based on a treaty. (United States 11. Selkirk, 258 Fed. 
375; Missouri v. Holland, 252, 1416.) These authorities justify the 
implication that Congress may have the power to act if it is so granted 
by a treaty which, without it, would be absent under the Constituti-on. 
Now, the treaty with Spain contains the provision already cited that the 
civil rights and the political status of the native inhabitants of the 
territory ceded to the United States shall be determined by Congress. 
This stipulation, if the authority did not exist, would be sufficient to 
gl'ant Congress the power to declare the Philippines independent. This 
conclusion is strengthened by the words of the Hon. William R. Day, 
president of the American Peace Commission, later a justice of the 
United States Supreme Court, explaining this reservation in the treaty. 
He said: 

"It was thus undertaken to give Congress, as far as the same could 
be constitutionally done, a free band in dealing with these new terri
tories and their inhabitants." 

It is also significant that in the discussion which took place in the 
Senate of the United States on the question of ratification of the treaty 
of Paris, Senator Lodge and other advocates of ratification urged favor
able action on the ground that the treaty did not commit the United 
States to any policy, but placed the future of the Philippine Islands 
e;~clusively in the hands of Congress. They asserted that insistence 
on the various propositions seeking to force Congress either to insert 
a stipulation in the treaty which would bind the United States to 
recognize the independence of the Philippines, or by a resolution to 
express that purpose as a condition to a ratification, was nothing but 
giving bonds to Spain and an expression of distrust in the judgment 
of the Congress of the United States and its ability to deal justly and 
righteously with the l!l.lipinos. 

As expressed by Mr. Bryan, "the ratification of the treaty, instead 
of committing the United States to a colonial poli~y, really clears the 
way for the recognition of the Philippine Republic!' Quoting Lincoln, 
he asked : " Cau aliens make treaties easier than friends can make 
laws?" And he added : " Could the independence of the Philippines 
be secured more easily than through laws passed by Congress and voicing 
the sentiments of the American people? " 

These statements reveal the fact that when the treaty of Paris was 
ratified it was the belief, at least of those who voted for ratification, 
that the Congress had the full and absolute power, as the treaty stipu
lated, to determine the political status of the native inhabitants of the 
Philippine Islands. A reading of the record of the Senate debates will 
show that without this understanding the treaty would have failed of 
ratification. 

CONCLUSlONS 

The considerations and authot'ities cited conclusively show that Con
gress bas the full power under the Constitution to dispose of the 
Philippines. The office of the Attorney General of the United States 
in 1924 reached the same conclusion. In a letter addressed to the 
chairman of the Committee on Insular Affairs of the House of Repre
sentatives the Attorney General, in response to a request for an .opinion 
on this question, stated: 

"The Philippine Islands have never been incorporated into the 
United States as an integral part tllereof. They are held as an insular 
possession, appurtenant to the United States but not incorporated into 
the United States. (See Downes v. Bidwell, 182 U. S. 244, 341-342; 
Dorr v. U. S., 195 U. S. 138.) The Constitution of the United States 
has never been extended to the Philippine Islands. It has been so ex
tended to the Territory of Alaska by congressional enactment. (Ras
mussen v. U. S. 197 U. S. 516.) 

" Under the Constitution of the United States Congress bas complete 
control over Territories. It likewise has such control over insular 
possessions, and may do with such possessions as it may see fit. If 
Congress deems it expedient to grant complete independence to the 
people of. the Philippine Islands or a limited independence, it may, in 
my judgment, do so. On the otller hand, if Congress should deem it 
expedient to incorporate the Philippine Islands as a Territory of the 
United States, extending to 1t the provisions of the Constitution of · the 

United States, I think undoubtedly the power exists In Congress to 
do so." 

Justice George A. Malcolm, of the Supreme Court of the Philippine 
Islands, propounds the following questions to maintain the same 
theory: 

"If the United States can acquire or cede territory without express 
constitutional authority, why can not the same sovereign power, which 
permits of such action, likewise permit unincorporated territory to be 
made independent? What difterence is there between cession to an· 
otbel· foreign power and cession to another people temporarily under 
American control? If the United States could by treaty pass on the 
boon of freedom to Cuba, why can she not a few years later, under the 
power reserved by the same treaty to Congress, pursuant to this power, 
hand over a similar right to the Philippines? If tb~ freeing of the 
Phllippines is deemed wise from the standpoint of national necessity 
or advantage, or for reasons which take into consideration benefits 
to the Filipino people, what individual citizen can be heard to com
plain? 

'' If other sovereign powers can recognize former portions of their 
territory as independent, because forced to do so, why can not the 
United States, as a power of equal rank, recognize the Philippines as a 
republic, because she wishes to do so? And if Congress or its agent, 
the President, shall recognize the Philippines to be a sovereignty, bow 
long on such a political question would a litigant have standing in 
a court? Plain answers to these interrogatories, if tlle premises be 
conceded, must by a logic inexorable and finally lead to an affirmative 
conclusion. And the premises 1t is believed "can not be undermined.'' 

It is thus to be seen that the power of Congress to alienate terri
tory or to grant independence to the Philippine Islands may be main
tained on several grounds : First, because it is granted to Congress 
expressly in the Constitution ; second, because the power may be im
plied from powers expressly granted; third, because the power resides 
in Congress by virtue of its resultant powers; fourth, because it is 
inherent to sovereignty; fifth, because the power exists in the President 
and in the Senate of the United States by virtue of the treaty-making 
power ; and, sixth, because it resides in Congress as a power implied 
from the power to pass necessary legislation to carry out treaty com
mitments. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I ask that there may be 
printed in the RECORD at this point a brief prepared by Judge 
Daniel R. Williams, of San E'rancisco, formerly of the Philip
pine Islands, former secretary of the Taft Philippine Commis
sion, which deals with the power of Congress to alienate sov
ereignty, with special reference to the Philippine Islands. 

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

CONGRESS AND PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE 

By D. R. Williams 

It is traditional that governmental agencies should arrogate all power, 
all wisdom, and all virtue. On the other hand, our easy-going, sov
ereign people pay little attention to this idiosyncrasy of their "agents 
and servants" so long as it remains within the family. 

Congress pretends authority, for instance, to grant Philippine inde
pendence. Americans generally, harking back to the Revolutionary 
War and the Declaration of Independence, see nothing unusual in the 
assumption. Should Congress undertake, however, to sell or give the 
Philippines to Japan or other foreign power-which it can equally 
do if empowered to alienate sovereignty-its authority in the premises 
would be immediately and widely cllallenged. 

In 191G a partisan majority in Congress, giving slavish adherence 
to a stereotyped platform plank, recited that it was " the purpose" of 
the American people to withdraw their sovereignty over the Philip
pine Islands. While this pronouncement was palpably made without 
any mandate whatsoever, our press and public have, with rare excep
tions, gratuitously treated it as a solemn pledge by the American people 
to grant such islands independence. 

Ratification of the treaty whereunder sovereignty over the Philip
pines was vested in the United States required and received a two
thirds vote of the Senate of the United States. Apparently nothing 
anomalous is seen, however, in the existing pretension that such 
sovereignty can be presently relinquished by a majority vote of the 
Senate, aided and abetted by a like vote in the House. 

There is urgent need to determine, if possible, just how aU this 
squares with our scheme of government. Reenforced by various Sen
ators and Congressmen from beet-sugar States-plus other representa
tives of special interests-the same partisan element in Congress Is 
now massing for a new drive to scuttle the Philippines, pretending, as 
heretofore, to speak with the voice and upon the authority of the 
American people. Such proposal involves the prestige of the United 
States and will vitally affect the destiny of 12,000,000 Filipinos and 
their des<!endants, for whose welfare and happiness we stand sponsor 
before the world. 
Wb~t then, briefly, is the situation 1 
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ver lg:nty ov r t'hc Pblllpplne wns acquired under treaty ces~ion 

from , pnfn. Our Suprem Court, construing the force and effect of 
this tr nty in the Dlnmond Rings en e (1 3 U. . 176, 180) stated: 

" By th third nrtlcl of th treaty pain ceded to the United States 
• th nrcblpelngo known a the Phlllpplne I land .' • • • The 
PhUlppln th r by c n ed, in th language ot the treaty, • to be 

pnul. b.' nstng to be Spnnl b, they ceased to be .foreign country. 
Tbf'y • me und r the compl te and absolute sovereignty and dominion 
or th nit d tat , and o be arne territory of the Unllcd tates, over 
which civil gov rnmen could be e tabllsbed. • • • The Pbillpplnes 
w r not imply occupied, but acquired, and having been granted and 
cl<>llv r d to the nlted tate by their former mo.ster were no longer 
uud r th eov r ignty of any foreign nation. • • • pain granted 
tb J lands to tb United tat , and the grantee In accepting them took 
nothing Jess than the whole grant.,. 

It nnytlllng !urth<>r remains to be done or can be done by Congr s, 
or by any otll r nUty, to more fully v t sovereignty and dominion over 
th Ph111ppln in tbe Unlt d tates than here Indicated, it is up to 
those o claiming to bow the way. 

Th rOl play d by the overnment in the acqul ltion of the Phllip
plm•s, as ot all oth r t rrltory add d to our national domain since the 
ltE'publlc wa founded, wo. &Imply that of agent and r presentative of 
th Am rlcan p oplr. In r d cott 11. anford (19 Ilow. (U. .) 393, 
44 ) our upr me ourt, discus lng the Loutslano. Purchn e, stated: 

" It [Lout. lana Territory) was acquired by the G neral Government, 
n the repr ~:~entattve and trustee of the people ot the United States, 
and It must thcr ore be held In that chnracter for their common and 
quo.l b nefit; for it was th people of the evernl tates, acting through 

th Jr g nt and r pr ntatlv , the F deral Government, who in fact 
at>qulr d the Territory in question, and the Government hold ts for 
th lr common uts untfl lt abnll be as oc111ted with the other States as 
a member of the nton.'' 

Inn~much as t rrltory thus acquired mu t have ome form of gov-
rnm<'nt p nding Its o.dmls ion o.s a State, it bas been held that this 

obllgntlon d volv s upon and hould be exercis d by Congress. Describ
Ing tbe our and extent of tbl . authority, Ju tlce Brown stated as 
follows fn D Lima "'· Bld,vell (1 2 U. S. 1, 196), a ca e having to do 
wJtb Porto Rico : 

" It ls an authority which arl e , not nece . ari1y from the territorial 
clau e of the Constitution, but from the nee ssitJ of the case and from 
the innblllty of th tat · to ,act on the subject. Under this powe1· 

ongr may d al wltb th t rrltory acquired by treaty; may admin-
ister its gov rnment as it does that of tbe DiBtrlct of Columbia; it may 
orgunJze a local territorial gov rnment; 1t may admit it a a State upon 
an Quality with other tnte8; lt may sell fts public lands to individual 
citizens or may donate them as homestead to actual tUera" 

In oth r word , ucb territory, whlle .actually th patrimony of the 
s v rnl Stat s and the p ople thereof, must need1:1 be administered by 
Congr ; thls bccau e tbe Stat s lack nee sary machinery, either 
everally or coll tlvely, to them lve undertake the task. 

The m propo ftion was stat d in anotb r form by Chief Justice 
Wnlte in Nntlonal Bank tl. nnkton (101 U. . 129, 133), as follows: 

"All territory within the jurisdiction of the United States not included 
tn any tate must n c s arlly be go erned by or under the authority of 
'ongr . The 'l'erdtorlc nrc but political subdlvl Ions of the outlying 

dominion ot the United States. They b ar much the same relatlon lo 
th G neral Gov rnm nt that counties do to the State , and Congress 
may legl late for them as tates do for their respective municipal 
orgnnlzuUon .'' 

Justice Day, In Dorr 11. United State (195 U. S. 138, HO), a case 
art lng in the Philippines, stat d the limit o! this legislative power of 
Congr ov r su h territory, as follows : 

" To thf I an wer that, In common with all other legi latlve powers 
of ongr s, 1t find llmite In the express prohibition on Congress not to 
do c rtnin things; that ln the exerciBc ot the legislative power Congress 
can not pn an '.X po t facto luw or bill of attainder, and so on tn 
r p ct to ncb ot the other prohibitions contained In the Constitution.'' 

In Bnlznc tl. Porto Rico (258 U. S. 298, 312), Chief Justice Taft 
nmpllfi d tbi statement and n gatived the prevailing eonceptlon that 
tb on tltutlon does not ext nd to the PhJlippin , as follows : 

"Tb Constitution of the United States Is in force ln Porto Rico as 
It ts wherever ancl whenever the sovereign power of that Government is 
exert . Thls bas not only been admitted but emphasized by this court 
in all Ita authoritative expressions upon the Issues arising in the 
tn ular cases, especlally tn Downes t~. Bidwell and the Dorr cases. The 
Constitution, however, eontalns grants of power and limitations which, 
in tb nature of tbtngs, are not nlways and everywhere applicable, and 
the r al 1s ue In the insular cas s was not whether the Constitution 

xtendcd to the Phllippines and Porto Rlco when we went there, but 
which one of fts provtslons were applicable by way of limitation upon 
the ex rei e of executive and legislative power 1n dealing with new eondi· 
tions and requirements. The guaranties of certain fundamental per onal 
rights declared In the Constitution·, as, for instance, that no person coold 
b d prlved of Ute, liberty, or property without due process of law, had 
from the beginning full appllca tlon 1n the Ph111pptnes and Porto Rico." 

Ju tice Brown, in Downes 11. Bidwell (182 U. S. 244, 290), stated: 
"A Congrt'SS in go1'erning the Territori s is subject to the Constltu· 

tlon, It results that all the limitations of the Con titutlon which are 
applicnble to Congre s in exercising this authority necessarily llmit ita 
pow r on this ubject. It follows al o that every provision of the Con· 

tltutlon which is applicable to the Terlitories 1s nl o controlling 
therein." 

De pite these expre declarations of our highest tribunal, and de pite 
the fact that whatever power Congress now exercises over the Philip. 
pine arise under the Constitution, we still find sundry Senators and 
Congr men solemnly asserting that the Constitution does not extend 
to the Philippines, and that it rests with them, in their legi latlve 
capacity, to do with such islands as they please. Moreover, while Con
gre~ Jacks authority to enact any legi latlon tor the Pbtlippines which 
runs eounter to any prohibitions of the Constitution, including that ot 
d priving persons of property without due process of law, it arrogates 
the despotic power of divesting title and overetgnty of the American 
peoplt> over the entire ft!chipelago; alo, tbe further unrestricted right 
to alienate such territory, its people , lands, and government, to Rus, la, 
Aby lnla, or whomsoever 1t wills, and tbi upon terms, llmltations, and 
burd ns of Its own choosing. In other words, Congre · would magnify 
1t authority to govern the PhUlpplnes, and to legislate therefor in rep
re ntatlon of the several Statt's, Into a destruction ot the very thing 
over which legislation is authorized and to be exercised. This is a 
delusion of omnipotence run riot-

• NO POWER IN CONGRESS TO ALDlNA.TE TERRITORY 

Approaching the problem from another angle, I. e., the power of Con
gre to alienate sovereignty when measured in terms ot the Con tltu
tion, a like conclusion confronts us. 

As already noted, complete and absolute sovereignty and dominion 
over the Philippines 1s in the United States. Further, tbts dominion 
and sovereignty were acquired by the Federal Government a the repre
sentative and trustee of tbe American people, to be held and exercised 
for their common use until such Territory became a member of the 
Union. Occupying simply the rOle of agent, It Is prima fade the Gov
ernment can not now divest this title and soverei,oonty, duly vested in 
the people, until and unless power so to do is delegated to or conterred 
upon it by the people them elves, the sovereign owners. 

" The sovereignty of a State does not reside in the persons who flU 
tl1e different departments of government, but in the people from whom 
the government emanates and who may change It at their dl cretion. 
Sovereignty, then, in this country, abides with the con tltuency and 
not with the agent ; and this fs true in reference to the Federal and 

tate Governments." (Spooner tl. McDonnell, Fed. Cases, 13, 249.) 
U the American people have empowered Congress to alienate thrlr 

sovereignty over the Philippines, or over any other territory of the 
United States, such authority must be found in the Constitution, which 
1s the power of attorney of Congress 1n the premises. As stated by 
~ustice Cooley 1n his Principles ot Constitutional Law, 29-31: 

"The Government created by the Constitution ls one of llmltcd and 
enumerated powers, and the Constitution Is the measure and the test 
of the powers conferred. Whatever 1s not conferred is withheld, and 
belongs to the several States and the people there.'' 

In Kan as "'· Colorado (206 U. S. ~6, 90), our Supreme Court, speak
ing through Mr. Justice Brewer, stated : 

"The proposition that there can be legislative powers affecting the 
Nation as a whole which belong to, although not expressed in, the 
grant of powers, is in direct conflict with the doctrine that this is a 
Gi>vernment of enumerated powers!' 

To the same effect Justice Day in Door 11. United States, the Philip
pine case clted supra, page 140 : 

.. It may be regarded as settled that the Constitution of the United 
States Is the only source of power authorizing action by any branch of 
the Federal Government. The Government of the United States was 
born of the Constitution, and the powers which it enjoys or may exer
cise must be derived either expressly or by implication from that instru
ment!' 

Since the United States became a nation-now over 150 years-not 
a square toot of territory once brought under the American flag has 
ever been alienated. In certain cases of disputed boundaries, or where 
question of title was involved, there hnve been adjustments; but the 
record discloses no single Instance where sovereignty, once admittedly 
vested In the people of the United States, bas ever been transferred or 
rel1nqutshe<L 

The test to be applied in determining whether Congress is empowered 
to act 1n any specific instance is thus stated by Mr. Justice Story tn his 
Commentaries on the Constitution, section 1243 : 

"Whenever, therefore, a question arises concerning the constitution
allty of a particular power, the first question is, whether the power be 
expressed In the Constitution; Jt It be, the question is decided. If it 
be not expressed, the next inquiry must be, whether it is properly an 
incident to an express power and necessary to its execution ; if it be, 
then It may be exercised by Congress. It not, Congress can not exer
cise lt." 
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Tbe right to alienate sovereignty of the United Stutes is not among . 

the enumemted pow<>rs of Congress in the Constitution, nor is it 
·" propel'ly an i·ncident to any express power and necessary to its e_xecu
tion." To those who believe or pretend otherwise, the suggestion is 

. obvious that they specify where _and how su~h authority is conferred; 
or, if not conferred, how alienation of American territory by Congress is 
eithet· neces~ary or proper under its power to administer a!ld legislate . 
for such territory-in representation of the several States---pending its 
admission into the Union. 
CERTAIN CLAIMS MADE BY THOSE ASSERTING CONGRESS IS AUTHORIZED TO 

ALIENATE THE PHILIPPINES 

It is argued by some that inasmuch as our Government has acquired 
· t et-ritory without express constitutional sanctio'n, it can dispense with 
such authority when it comes to alienation. Ji)vEm :were this premise 
sollnd, it amounts simply to claiming ·that because Congress aCted out-

. side its jurisdiction in one instance, it can do so in anotlier, thus making 
the Constitution a dead letter. The premise, however, is unsound. In 
American Insurance Co. v. Canton "(1 Peters.(U. S.) 511, .540), Cliief 
Justice Marshall stated the grounds upon which our Government is 
authorized to acquire territory as follows: 

"Th·e Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the 
·Union the powers of making war and of making treaties ; consequently, 
that Government possesses the power of acquiring territory, either by 
conquest · or by treaty." 

In De Lima v. Bidwell, cited supra, Justice Brown stated : 
" One of the ordinary incidents of a treaty is the cession of terri

tory. It is not too much to say it is the rule rather than the exception 
· that a treaty of peace, following upon a war, provides for a cession of 

tE'rritory to the victorious party." 
The acquisition of territory, theref.ore, is a necessary "incident" of 

the powers granted the Government to declare war and make treatie.~. 

Once such tel'L'itory has been acquired, however, and . sovereignty has 
vested in the American people, the powers of Congress with respect 
thereto enter upon an entirely different phase, 1. e., legislating therefor 
pending its admission as a State. The source and limitations of this 
authority have been placed upon two grounds: (1) The necessities of the 
case, arising "from the inability of the States to act upon the subject " ; 
and (2) upon paragraph 2, section 3, Article IV, of the Constitution, 
which authorizes Congress to "make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property of the United States." Mr. 
Justice White, in Downes v. Bidwell, cited supra, refers to the matter 
thus: 

" In some adjudged cases the power to locally govern at disct·etlon has 
been declared to arise as an incident of the right to acquire territory. 
In others it has been based upon the clause of section 3, Article IV, of 
the Constitution, which vests Congress with the power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other 
property of the United States. But the divergence, if not confli-ct of 
opinion, does not imply that the authority of Congress to govern the 
Territories is outside the Constitution, since in either .. case the right is 
founded on the Constitution, although referred to different provisions of 
that instrument." 

Referring to the powers of Congress under this section 3, Article IV, of 
the Constitution, Chief Justice Marshall stated in McCullough v. Mary-
land (4 Wheat. (U: S.) 316): · 

"The power [of Congress] 'to make !ill needful rules and regulations 
respecting the ten·itory or other property belonging to the United States' 
is not more comprehensive than the power ' to make all laws which 

· shall be necessary and proper for canying into execution' the powers 
of the Government." 

To the same effect our court in the Dorr case, cited supra, page 146, 
where it is said : 

"Regulations in this sense must mean laws, for, as well a.s States, 
Terl'itories must be governed by laws." 

By no possible stretch of the imagination can alienation of sovereignty 
be constructed as an "incident" of the power to make laws. In fact, it 
would not be legislation at all. Legislation operates upon people, or 
upon people in relation to things and acts. Alienation of sovereignty 
bas to do simply with rights in territory. As well claim that a person 
authorized "to administer" lands for an owner under power of attor
ney-that is, to make provision for tenants, collect rentals, pay taxes, 
etc.-w~uld have the right, without further, to sell or give the property 

. to third pei-sons. Not only would such action not come under the head 
of "administration," but any person perpetrating such a breach of 
trust would very soon find himself wearing a striped uniform. By no 
other method, however, can the Constitution be tortured into sustaining 
congressional author~ty to alienate the Philippine Islands. 

It has been urged that the power to alienate territory inheres in 
sovereignty. This is true, but those who argue therefrom that Con
gress can alienate the Philippines forget that in the United States sov-
0reignty is in the people and not in the President, in Congress, or any 
g-overnmental agency. As stated by Chief Justice Jay in the early case 
of Chisholm v. Georgia (2 U. S. 419, 471) : "Our rulers • • • do 
not partake in the sovereignty otherwise, or in any otber capacity, than 
as private citizens." In the United States there is no unlimited sov-

ereignty except that which resides in the people themselves. It follows 
that any expression indulged by Government officials or by Members of 
C~mgress-individually or collectively-concerning the Philippines and 
their future disposition, represent simply their personal views and · are 
in nowise binding upon the American people . 

Another argument gravely advanced is that unless Congress bas this 
power to alienate sovereignty our Government, in case of a disastrou!J 

·war involving loss of territory, could not make the . necessary cession 
"without calling a popular referendum." This reasoning is that of 
laymen. Any lawyer knows that under stress of force majeure all laws 
and restrictions go by the board, and whatever action is necessary for 
self-preservation can be taken. The question here is whether Congress 
can voluntarily alienate sovereignty or the United States simply to 
satisfy the pr:econccived notions or political necessities of a majority 
of its· Members. Moreover, should a cession of territory ever be forced 
upon the United States, it would not . be Congress which would do the 
" alienating" but the President and two-thirds of the Senate under the 
treaty-making power. And treaties can only be entered into bet'Yeen 
two or more independent nations. 

It is contended by some that the Philippines are simply " a posses
sion " of the United States, as distinguished from " territory of the 
UI).ited States. Our Supreme Court, however, as heretofore seen, specifi
cally states that they were "territory of the United States over which 
civil government can be established." As e~idencing this, Congress, by 
its organic act of August 29, 1916, established a comvlete form of civil 
government for the Philippines, including executive, judicial, and legis
lative departments. This organic act or charter differs only in matter 
or· detail from chartet·s · of other territory of the United States, and 
constitutes an equal recognition that the Philippines are "a political 
subdivision of the outlying dominion of the United States." Every 
Filipino elected or appointed to any office or position of trust in the 
Philippines, whether insular, provincial, or municipal, must, before enter
ing upon his duties, take and subscribe an oath declaring that he 
recognizes and accepts the supreme authority of the United States, and 
will maintain true faith and allegiance thereto. Passports are issued to 
Filipinos .of all classes under authority of the United States, which 
passports entitle the holders, when traveling abroad, to the same con
sideration and protection a.s American citizens, and to like service from 
our consular. and. diplomatic officers. The United States flag flies over 
all public buildings in the Philippines, as also over all vessels registered 
by the Philippine government for domestic or foreign service. 

Others claim the Philippines· have never been " incorporated" as 
American territory, and hence occupy some hazy and undefined posi
tion which enables Congress to override the Constitution and work 
its wlll upon them. This term "incorporation," unearthed by our 
courts to amplify the legislative powers of Congress over the Philip
pines and Porto Rico, has given rise to many fanciful inter·pretations. 
Its actual scope, however, is simply to authorize Congress, in its dis
cretion, to extend to or withhold from Fillpmos and Porto Ricans 
certain political and other rights provided for in tlle Constitution when 
not of a "fundamental character." As stated by Chief Justice Ta!t in 
Balzac v. Porto .Rico, cited and quoted, supra : 

"The Constitution, however, contains grants of power and limita
tions which in the nature of things are not always and everywhere 
applicable, and the real issue in the insular cases was not whether 
1he Constitution extended to the Philippines and Porto Rico when we 
went there but which ones of its provisions were applicable by way 
of limitation upon the exercise of executive and legislative power in 
dealing with new conditions and requirements." 

Neither this decision nor any otber found in the books remotely 
aqthorizes Congress to arrogate powers outside the Constitution in leg
islating for the Philippines. Recurring again to our analogy of pri
vate lands the assertion that Congress can alienate the Philippkl.es 
simply because it is permitted wide discretion in their administration 
is tantamount to claiming that an attorney in fact, because be is 
given a free hand in the management of property, must, ipso facto, 
have authority to divest title of his principal in the land itself. 

Whatever confusion exists as to the status of the Philippines in 
their relation to the United States arises from failure to appreciate 
that the civil and political dghts of the occupants of such territory
to be determined by Congress-are one thing, and sovereignty and 
dominion over the territot·y itself quite another thing. There are seven 
thousand and odd islands in the Philippine Archipelago, of which pos
sibly 500 are inhabited. No one would seriously contend that United 
States sovereignty and dominion is limited to the inhabited islands. 
To so bold would be warrant for any outside power to take possession, 
fortify, and otherwise use these unpeopled areas at its pleasure. Let 
us suppose all the islands of the Philippine group were uninhabited 
when ceded to the United States or that the entire population was 
presently wiped out through some cataclysm of nature. Would any 
intelligent person insist that some form of " incorporation" by Con-

- gress of this uninhabited territory was necessary to more fully vest 
title and sovereignty thereto in the ·United States than already exists 'l 
As heretofore seen, our Supreme Court has held that the United States 
now possesses " absolute sovereignty and dominion " over the Philip
pines; that such islands were not simply occupied but acquired and 
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that tlu~ nitcd tates !n ace ptlng them from Spntn " took nothing 
lells than the whole grant." It wlll be noted, furthermore, that the 
court wa b re referring to the tntus of the territory eomprlsing the 
I)hlllpplnes and not to that of the occupants. To evid nee this the 
court pro ed : 
' " The r the nme, although there was no stipulation that 
th untiv lob bit nts hould be incorporated into the body politic, 
t\nd non s •curing to them the· l'ight to choose their nationality." 
(Uinmond Rln s cnsc, cit so[)"ra, p. 1 0.) 

This Inn yuag of tb<• court ha ret renee to Article IX of the treaty, 
wh lcb. di~tln ul hcs b t WI' o pnnl h subj ts re lding in the Philippines 
a11d Porto Rico and tho natlve inhabitants of such territories. The 
forml•r w re glv n a rl •ht to pre erve thclr allegl.ance to pnln through 
makln choice to that rrect within <>ne y ar, whereas the tre ty pro
vlt.ilon n to the native inhabitants reads : 

"'l'h civil right and poltticnl status of the native inhabitants of 
th territories h •r by c d d to the United States ball be determined 
by ongre ." 

Tll utbority of Congr ss was bere limited to determlnlng " the 
civil right and p lltlcal status of the native inhabitants of the ceded 
tt•rrltorle ." Thill autb rtty not only can not be stretched t<> include 
all nntlon or the terri tori s th •m lv s but complet ly negatives any 
uch iut•a. Mor ov r, v n if any sv.ch extraconstltutional power was 

coni mplateu, it is In II'Pctlve. 
" Th Government of tb United t.at is one of limited powers. It 

nu ex I'Cis authority over no ubj ct <'Xcept tho e which have been 
cl<•l nt••d to tt. Congr s can not, by 1 21 latlon, enlarge the Federal 
jut'l~:~ulcllon, nor can it b enlar ed under the treaty-making power." 
(N w rl tlnl! v. nit d tat . , 10 Pet. (U. .) 662, 736.) 

" It n d hardly be , aid that a tr ty can not change the Con tltu
tlou r bo b ld vo.Jld It it In vi latlon of that Instrument. This 
r • ultR from the natur and fundnm ntal prlnctple of our Government." 
(Cberok Tobacco , 11 Wall. (U. S.) 616, 620.) 

'rh dl. tin tlon betw n 1 glslntlon for the inhabitants of a territory 
and the tl\lus of the t<'rrltory Itself is further ·emphasized in De Lima 
v. Bluwell, cit d supra, page 19 : 

" A un try c nse:t to be for •lgn the instant it become dome tic. 
• • It may undoubtC'dly bl•come n~ary, for tb adequate ad-
mlnil!trntlon or a dom Uc t rrltory, t.o pn · a pcclal act providing for 
th • 11roper mn hin!'ry and ollie r . • • • No act iR nece ary to 
mnl< It dome tic t rritory once it bn b n ceded to the United tates." 

In vi w of tbl explicit boldlnr of our 'upreme ourt that DO further 
act by ougr • I nee l!ll.ry to m k the Philippine "dome tie terri
tory"- ucb !,land having o.lr ady b n c ded to "the United States
it Is prrtluent to usk: What proce s of "incorporation," or otberwi e, 
would Congr adopt to tr •ngthen this title to the Phlllppines, or to 
furth •r fortify this verelgnty of the American people over such terri
tory? 

ru 1!>24 our D pnrtm nt ot Ju tlce rendered an opinion that Congress 
had lllc coustitutionnl right to nlle~nte the Philippine . A reference 
to such opinion, which occupl 1 tbnn halt a newspaper column, dis
.rlos It was prepnr d nnd ubmltt d by an "Ass1 tnnt Attorney Gen
t•rul," 'illld thl within four day after receipt of inquiry on the ub
jN•t. 'l'he affirmative holding of tbiR minor official is predicated entirely 
upon the th •ory thtlt the on tltutlon '' do not extend to the Philip
pin H," and thnt ucb lfiland have not been " incorporat d" n terrl
tot•y of the Unit tnt . Our upreme Court has ruled, however, 
that the onstltutlon do extend to the PblUpplne , and has used 
ullout <'Very . pre l-lion potu:~lble in the Engll h language to lndicnte that 
not hlng further Is required, or r mains to be done to more fully "in-
orpornte" th' Phlllpplft Archlp lago as part ot our national territory. 
otwltbHtandlng lls pnt nt de! cts, however, the opinion referred to-

prepnrl'd without d tnil d inv tigutlon, and repr senting simply the 
viewpoint of on individual-has since b n copiously cited as '' con
cluslvt• on the subjt>ct.'' 

In 1 oo on of major political parties undertook to make Philippine 
ind pt•ndt>nc tbe "p ram unt 1 ue" of its campaign; this 1n lieu of 
Mr. llrynn' "10 to 1" b re, y, which had gone into the dl card. Not· 
wlth~oetnndln roo t of the Bryan relics have since been scrapped, tbis 
l'bllipplnl• plank, intended to lnvelgl voters, ba appeared in every 
I!Uh~cqu nt platform ot such party. The anomalous situation is pre

. 1•n t d, however, that after r peating uch plank In its In test platform 
rclltlnn, it nddc>d o. companion plank reading: 

"W fttvor granting to Porto Rich uch Territorial form of govern
mrut us would meet tile pr sent economic conditions of the island and 
provltl for the nHplratlons of her people, with the view t<> ultimate 
Alntchood accord d to nll Territories of the United States since the 
b<'ginntng of our Government." 

lt wus apparently overlooked that the h-eaty with Spnln nses ldentl
cnl lnu~uag in c dln~t tlle Pblllppin to the United States that wu 
UHNl lu ceding Porto Rico, and that there is absolutely no basiB in law 
or In logic for dtff' ntlattng betw n Phlllppine territory and Porto 
ltl(•un t rrltory. 

It might al o be m ntlon d, for handy reference, that oar <>thor major 
polltlcul party carried a plank to tts 1928 platform rcadlng: 

LXXII--170 

• " The Constitution which at any time exists, until changed by tho 
explicit and authentic act of the whole people, 1.& sacredly obligatory 
upon all." 

We · would stre s again that the que tion involves soverel<Ynty over 
tE-rritory and not the men ure of political or other rlgbta which may be 
accorded by Congress to the inhabitants of such territory 1n relation to 
the United tates. overelgnty is indivi ible. Once it ls completely 
and absolutely v ted in tlle United States, · it can not be · pllt toto 
clas es or categories to satisfy the alleged needs of special interests nor 
to lend wings to the political kite of opportunist party politicians. 
Stripped of extranoous matter, which simply befogs the issue, the propo
sition is: Can Congress alienate territory of the United tates, property 
ot the American people, over which sovereignty and dominion admittedly 
apply? It such power is conceded, then where is the line to be drawn, 
if at all? It Congress can alienate the Philippines, wher sovereignty is 
fully vested, can It alienate HawaU, Alaska, Porto Rico, and the Canal 
Zone? Its power over the District of Columbia, as also over Governors 
Island and other military re ervations, is as absolute as that over the 
Philippines. Can it, therefore, by a mnj()rity vote or otherwi e, nlienat 
the D~trict of Columbia or transfer sovereignty over these military 
re ervations to a foreign power? Callfornf1l is under United States 
overel.,.nty. Would the power of alienation top at State lin ? Chi t 

Justice Marshall, discussing the status of the Northwest Territory in 
Loughborough v. Blake (5 Wheat. (U. S.) 317), decided In 1820, stated: 

"The District of olumbia, or the territory west of the Missouri, is 
not le s within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania." 

This "territory west of the Missouri," here referred to by this great 
authotity on the Con tltutlon, was not held in 1820 under firmer title 
or more complete sovereignty than is the territory of the Philippine , 
now functioning undt'r a duly organized governm nt by virtue of laws 
enacted by the Congress of the United tates. 

It bas been urged by some that the distance of the PhUlppines, the 
charact r of their inhabitants, and the possible dangers involved in 
retaining them create an emergency situation which cnn only be met by 
their alienation, and tbat unless Congress can act in the matter we (l.re 
altogether helpless. The time to have considered these contingencies 
was when the propo d treaty with Spain was pending before our Sen
ate. Having acquired sovereignty over such islands, however, It is now 
omewhat late to whimper over the possible con equences and attempt to 

evade duties and re ponsibllities thns voluntarily and deliberately as
sumed. The argument at best is one of expediency, to which argument 1 

our upreme Court, in Ex parte Mulligan (4 WalL (U. S.) 2, 121), 
referred as follows : 

"No doctrine Involving more pernicious consequences was ever in· 
vented by the wit of man than that any of the provi Ions of the Con ti
tution can be suspended during any of the great emergencies of govern- • 
ment. Such a doctrine leads directly to anarchy or despotism." 
_ It does not follow, however, that the situation conjured by those who 

would have the United States slough off and repudiate its Philippine 
obligations is irremediable. Should time or shaping eircnmstances dls
clo e-either as regards the Philippine or any other Territory of the 
United States-that it would be well to rever e the policy (or fear) 
of the framers of the Constitution, and to ve t in Congress an uore-
trlctcd power to alienate sovereignty in its di cretion, it is always 

within the province of the American poople, in whom such sovereignty 
is vested, to confer such power through an amendment to the Constitu
tion. As stated by our Supreme Court in Kan as v. Colorado, citl.'d 
supra (p. 90) : 

"The people who adopted the Constitution knew that in the nature 
of things they could not foresee all the questions which might arts In 
the future, all the circumstances which might call for .the exercl e of 
further national powers than those granted the United State and, 
after making provlsion tor an amendment to the Constitution by whkh 
any needed additional powers would be granted, they res n·ed to them
selves all powers not so delegated. 

It might be well also for those whom our people have clothed wllh 
brief authority to rend and ponder in this connection the following 
excerpts from Washington's m mornble Farewell Address: 

" The spirit of encroachment (upon the Constitution) tends to con-
olldate the powers of all the departments in one, and thus to crE-ate, 

whatever the form of government, a real despotl m. A just e timate 
ot that love of P<>Wer and proneness to abuse it, which predominatf' in 
the human heart, is uftlclent to satisfy ns of the truth of thl po ition. 
It, in the opinion of the people, the distribution or modification of the 
c<>nstitutlonal powers be In any particular wrong, let it be corrected by 
an amendment in the way the Constitution de-signates. But let there 
be no change by usurpation ; for though this, in one instance, may bo 
the instrument of good. it is the customary weapon by which free gov
ernments are destroyed. The precedent must always greatly overbalance 
in permanent evll any partial or transitory benefit which the u e can at 
any time yield." 

The solitary mention of " territory" In the Constitution occurs In 
paragraph 2, section 3, Article IV, which reads: 

"The Congress shall have power to di pose of and make all ne<'d
lul rules aDd recuiatlons respecting the territory or other property be· 
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longing to the United States ; and nothing in this Constitution shall be 
construed as to prejudice uny claim of the United States, or any particu
lar State." 

It bas been contended that by virtue of the word "dispose" in this 
section, Congress is authorized to alienate sovereignty as well as owner
ship over territory or other property belonging to the United States. 
Such view is opposed to the plain meaning of the language and to the 
uniform interpretation given it by our courts. In United States v. 
Gratiot, 14 Pet. (U. S.) 526, 536, Mr. Justice Thompson, after quoting 
from such section, stated: 

" The term ' territory,' as here used, is merely descriptive of one kind 
of property and is equivalent to the word 'lands.' And Congress bas 
the same power over it as over other property belonging to the United 
States." 

Justice Day, in Dorr v. United States, the Philippine case cited supra, 
page 146, states : 

" The framers of the Constitution, recognizing the possibility of future 
extension by acquiring territory outside the States, did not leave to 
implication alone the power to govern and control territory owned or to 
be acquired, but in the article quoted (Art. IV) expressly conferred the 
needful powers to make regulations. Regulations in this sense must 
mean laws for Territories as well as States must be governed by laws." 

Congress can transfer ownership in lands belonging to the United 
States or make provisions for tbeir transfer. If it can transfer sover
eignty along with ownership, however, then it can set up as many 
independent sovereignties in the United States as the latter owns pieces 
of property. 

Mr. Justice White, in the case of Downes v. Bidwell, heretofore cited, 
referring to the same subject (p. 314), stated: 

" I am not unmindful that there has been some contrariety of decision 
on the subject of the meaning of the clause empowering Con·gress to 
dispose of territory and other property of the United States, some ad
judged cases treating that article as referring to property as such and 
others deriving from it the general grant of power to govern Territories. 
In view, however, of the relation of the Territories to the Government 
of the United States at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, 
and the solemn pledge then existing that they should forever 'remain 
a part of the confederacy of the United States of America,' I can not 
resist the belief that the theory that the disposing clause relates as well 
to a relinquishment or cession of sovereignty as to a mere transfer of 
rights in property is altogether erroneous . ., 

Considering that when the Constitution was adopted the Government 
was precluded from alienating sovereignty over any territory then held 
by the United States, to now contend that the framers of such instru
ment contemplated conferring such a power upon Congress as to analo
gous territory thereafter acquired, particularly when no such power or 
intent remotely appears in the Constitution, ls, to say the least, a bit 
bizarre. The Constitution confers no greater authority upon Congress 
over one form of territory than another. Neither does distance, nor the 
status of the inhabitants, make any difference in the title to such terri· 
tory, nor in the sovereign rights of the American people thereto. 

It is to be noted further that this section 3, Article IV, of the Con
stitution, hereinabove quoted, specifically provides : 

" • • • and nothing in this Constitution shall be construed as to 
prejudice any claims of the United States, or of any particular State." 

The Philippine Islands were acquired through an expenditure of blood 
and treasure by the American people. The United States assumed an 
outstanding indebtedness of the Philippines amounting to $20,000,000, 
or, rather, paid that sum to Spain for such account. Eighty per cent 
of the total land area of the archipelago, aggregating some 60,000,000 
acres, is still "public domain," property of the United States. Would 
any but a casuist argue that a gratuitous or other relinquishment of 
sovereignty over the Philippines by Congress would not·, under these 
circumstances, operate "to the prejudice" of the several States and 
the people thereof? 

Gov. Edmund Randolph, of Virginia, was a member of the convention 
which framed the Federal Constitution. In the convention of the State 
of Virginia, which met on June 2, 1788, to consider ratification of such 
Constitution, various amendments were suggested thereto as a condition 
of acceptance. Among these amendments was one providing: 

" No treaty ceding, contracting, restraining, or suspending the terri
torial rights or claims of the United States, or any of them • • • 
shall be made but in cases of the most urgent and extreme necessity, 
nor shall any such treaty be ratified without the concurrence of three
fourths of the whole number of Members of both Houses, respectively." 

Governor Randolph, who had headed the Virginia delegation in the 
convention, opposed this proposed amendment, saying: 

" Of all the amendments this is the most destructive, which requires 
the consent of three-fourths of both Houses to treaties ceding or re
straining territorial rights. • * • There is no power in the Con
stitution to cede any part of the United States. The whole number of 
Congress, being unanimous, have no power to suspend or cede territorial 
rights. But this amendment admits in the fullest latitude that Congress 
have a right to dismember the elUpire." (Debates and Other Proceed-

ings of the Convention of Virginia, taken in shorthand by David Robert
son, second edition, year 1805, p. 340.) 

The wisdom and prescience of the "Fathers of the Constitution" 
have been and are a source of pride and exultation to all Americans. 
Is it not possible that in denying to Congress the right to alienate our 
national territory, these illustrious men had a prophetic vision of the 
cross currents of partisan politics, of the ambition of individuals, and 
the greed of special interests, which might well sacrifice the honor and 
best interests of the American people to satisfy questionable ends? 
Dispassionately analyzed, is not this situation actually presented in the 
forces back of the present attempt to alienate the Philippines? 

For good or for ill the United States acquired sovereignty over the 
Philippine Islands and undertook their government. The responsibility 
thus assumed was and is that of the American people as a whole, and 
affects our national honor and good faith regardless of race, creed, or 
party. Instead of so treating it as an American problem, however, the 
question of our retention or surrender of such islands was immediately 
injected into partisan politics, and the future destiny of a primitive and 
largely helpless people made dependent upon the blind chance of party 
success or party failure upon entirely unrelated issues. Despite the 
patent asininity of having Members of Congress split upon the question 
of Philippine independenc~and related issues-according to party 
label, this grotesque and possibly. tragic flummery still persists, all in 
the holy name of party regularity. 

At the Philippine end of the line we have a group of ambitious native 
leaders agitating for American withdmwal from the islands. The late 
Maj. Gen. Leonard Wood, a man whose character, ability, and achieve
ments mark him not only as one of our greatest Americans but as a 
world figure, graphically portrayed shortly before his death the tragic 
consequences to the Filipino people and to the peace of the Pacific of 
a present or early surrender of American sovereignty over the Philip
pines. He stated in part : 

" The immediate result of our leaving would be strife, disorder, and 
bloodshed. They might not come instantly, but they would come soon. 
Moros, whom we have disarmed and who want us to stay and protect 
them, and Christian Filipinos would fight. Industry, trade, credit 
would be ruined, with the inevitable concomitants of idleness, hunger, 
und anarchy. We should look back upon the plight of these 12,000,000 
people, who have never known what it meant to sustain themselves, who 
have never known any freedom except what our fiag gave them; we 
should look back upon their plight with national sorrow, pity, and 
shame. Japanese would come i.n, not necessarily as an army, but with 
their vigorous business methods, and Chinese would swarm hither for 
all sorts of pursuits. Nor would that be all. We would unsettle the 
Pacific and the Far East. We would create a situation replete with 
sinister possibilities. Political impotence, social disorganization, and 
intertribal conflicts in the Philippines would not be allowed to continue 
for a great while. Civilized strength from one quarter or another 
would move toward this vortex of trouble and suffering, and such a 
movement might precipitate the worst consequences. In any event, the 
hope of Philippine independence would be dashed for ages if not for all 
time. Filipino leaders should be able to see these dangers, but they 
only see a vision of personal power; they are insensate to encompassing 
realities; they are bent upon gamblfng with the fate of their own 
people and the peace of the Pacific." 

Through no volition of their own, the Filipino people became and are 
wards of the United States and members of our household. Mr. Chief 1 
Justice Taft, when Secretary of War, defined the nature and extent of 
the responsibility thus assumed as follows: 

" We are the trustees and guardians of the whole Filipino people, and . 
peculiarly of the ignorant masses, and our trust is not discharged until · 

· these masses are given sufficient education to know their civil rights 
and maintain them against a more powerful class and safely to exercise 
the political franchise." 

Inasmuch as chucking these involuntary wards of ours overboard for 
purely selfish or partisan ends would hardly comport with American 
principles, advocates of independence who have or pretend regard for 
the ordinary decencies of life, are forced into the position of asserting 
that these polyglot Filipino masses are now fully qualified to establish 
and maintain, against all comers, that most difficult of all governments, 
a modern democracy, and that Its present grant would redound to their 
welfare and happiness. In so stating, however, they deliberately ignore 
the testimony of men like General Wood, who had no axe to grind, and 
whose authority to speak on Philippine aft'airs was gained through 
long, ardous, and intimate personal contact with every phase of the 
situation. Instead, they accept, and quote at their face value, the 
utterly distorted and unreliable claims and statements of self-seeking 
Filipino lobbyists and propagandists, who come to Washington to further 
their ends at the expense of the insular treasury. It remains for this 
partisan group, and particularly certain members of the Senate, to . 
square their attitude in this regard with the anathema heaped upon 
various other "lobbyists "-concerned likewise in furthering or protect
ing particular interests-whose activities were held to be subversive of 
the " dignity and bonor " of these elect of the people. Possibly '' the 
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dlvlnlty that doth h dgc a king" nb olves them from the rules ot 
conrtuct held nppHcnbl to the common herd. 

To tbls pn.rtlsnu I mcut In Congr . , nod th ambitious Flllplno 
politicians, nllk<' d<'mnnc.ling that we quit the lfllands forthwith, ha 
r <'cntly b n add d the powerful backing of Rpeclal lot res~. l e., 
sugar, toba<' o, vegetable on, dairy produ~t , e-tc., who are prepared to 
R<'ll their blrtht'lght or ju tlce and square d<'nllng, and Racrlflcc every 
hou rllbl trail HI on of the Am rtcnn pt·oplc, for a m 11 of pottag . 

Olvcu this comhlnntlon of bide-bound partisans, opportunist l•'illplno 
1 nd r~, and fllnl t r sp clal Inter st , working In unl n to force the 
hnncl or the Amert('nn people in the PhilltlPlnt>s, It ls altog<'ther obvious 
why t h trnme>rH of the onstitution w rc fearful of contert·tng upon 
.ongreH tbls xt rnor!ltnnry antl dnngt•rous power of alienating sov
r<'lgnty of the Unt11 d tatl' . 

uuunarlzlng thr forl'going, what have we 7 
'l'hnt th Unit tl •talc now po fl " omplete nnd ab olute sover-

<'lgnty nnd dominion" ov<'r the Phillpploes; that NUt'h islands were not 
Imply occuph>d but an1ulrcd, nnd that th' nltl'd tates in accepting 

them from p:tln " took nothing 1 . s than the whole grant.'' 
'.l'hnt tn acquiring th PhiUpptu , the Fed ral Government ncte<l 

stmply ns " tll rc•tlrt>tl ntntl\'e and tru 'tN! '' of the pcopl of the United 
tnteH, nnd tbnt It bold ucb t(lrrltory "in that character" for "th(llr 

common nnd l:'qunl benefit'' untll ndmitted us n tute of the Union. 
Thnt congr•~t>lonnl authority over thl:' Philippine 1 limited to gov

et•ning thl'm- tbnt IH, l<'glslnting therc:'for-so Ion~~: ns they occupy n 
T rrltorlnl Httltllll wlll<'h right nrlst-s "from lnnblllty of the tates to 
net on th<' t:mhjN·t," or uuc'lt>r its powt-r " to mnke needful rules nod 
res.rolRtlonH r HP cling th tPrt·ttory or other property belonging to the 

nlted tnt R." 

'l'hnt tb 'on lltutlon ext nd to the Phlllpplnes; that tt is the ource 
of tliiY p w r. now t•x rdsed by Congr in the prt>mlt'le., nod that it 
(<'onl(r •s ) 1!4 without authority to go outside or overrlue the on ti
tutlon In lls l'hlllrlpln dl'nllng . 

'l'hnt tlw llOWl'r 1o nll nate sovereignty over the Phlllpplne , or over 
any 'f'e>rrltory of the nit d tatC's, <'an not be e:tt•rcl ed by Congre. s 
untu and unl •a th American people-the sover ign owners-conr r 
HUCh nuthorlty upon it. 

'l'llnt th Con tltutlon, which "i.e the m n ur nod the te t of power 
eonfet't'Nl upon ongress," not only contain no grant of power to 
nll nate sov<'rt>lgnty or tb Unit('(} tnt , lth r xpre ly or impliedly, 
but th exist uce of nny uch power was spcclficnlly negatived by one 
ot th lrnm t'tl of that ln.-trum nt. 

'l'hnl rt•llnqulshmcnt of ov r i~nty ov r t rritory Is not a.n "inci
dent" of the power to lt•glslnte th r for, but i dlum trically oppo d 
1ht•r to; tbh; bt•cau c any such action would d ~troy the very thing 
whl<'h wn being udmlnl t r d for and on behalf of Its owners, th 
Am rl<'an p opll'. 

'l'hnt tbt• right Of Oll1tr HS to provide a gov<'rnment for the Phlllp
{llnea nud to d temlln "th civil rights nod political tatus of the 
nutlvc lnbttbltnnt " conr r11 no pCJwer upon 1t to all nate overei nty 
ov •r th territory comprl!!lng ucb i Janel , which ROV reignty would 
equnlly npply If tb(l ardlipc:'la~o wa altogctlwr uninhabited. 

'!'hnt whllC' ou •rrss can trunsfc>r own r ·hlp in "territory or other 
prop rty l>~>longlng to th nlted ~at s," uch tr.1n.·f r do not and 
cun not inclnd ~ov relgnty ov r the territory Its If, which sovereignty 
is vt•Hted and n~mnlns In the H VC'ral tat nnd th pf'ople thf'reof. 

'fb t It r b> wlth 'ongr to "incorporate" th I•'illplno proples into 
out· b dy politic, and. In tts discretion, to admit the Phllippines ns a 
'tnt of tb Union. -No action 1 rt>qulred or cnn lx> taken by Congr l!, 

howcvt•r, to furth1•r make such islands " domestic tt•rritory" of the 
Unit d tat I! or to ruor tully " incorporate " them as pnrt of our 
natlottnl t rrltory. 

That J! Congr·t ·ss cnn grant Philippine 1ndependt>nce-that ls, r~lln
qull'h !\over i •u t y or the United Stntcs over IIUch territory-it can equally 
alienate Ruch . ovcrelgnty to any tor •ign power, and thi!i upon term 
nnd coodltlons or lt own choosing. 

That alll'naUon or th Pblllppines would be "to the prejudice" of 
the nltt•d Stat and or the particular tnt , and in violation of sec
tion 3, rtlcle IV, of thl' on ·tttutloo. 

~'hat overc>lgnty ov •r the I>uUippln s having been acquired by 
t.t· •aty, duly <'ll.t't'UlNl by the Pre id nt and ratified by a two-thirds vote 
of the S<'nnte, cnn not now be voluntarily r llnqul bed by a majority 
vote of tb enntc and Ilou e, nor by any other a ·tlon of such bodies. 

'l'hnt lnnamucb ns "our ruler "-Members ot Congress and otner 
Governm nt offictolH--" do not participate. in the sovereignty otherwi ·e, 
or Jn any other capacity than as private citlz n ," any expre. sioo or 
"pr •umblPij " hululg c1 by them as to the future dl po itlon of tbe 
Philippines r<'pr' nt nothing more than their p r nal views on the 
HuhJ •ct. 

'l'hnt, glv n the !net that rellnqul hment of sovereignty over the 
l,hlllppln<'s 1. now largely urged in Congres by a parti an group and 
its " pollllcal alii s "- and that they are backed and upported in such 
nlt mpt by ruthl . peclnl interests S<'eking profit thf'refrom to the 
dlscr dlt of the Amerlcnn p OI>le as a whole-the prescience of the 
frnmcrs ot tbe on tltutlon In re. erving to the people themselves this 
power "to c.llsmember our national empire," is amply justlfled. 

Thnt if the American people-notwithstanding tbe sorry exhibition 
now being tnged-are desirous of conferring upon Congres tllls extraor
dinary power of nlleoatlng their overeigoty over the Philippine,, or 
over any other territory ot the United States, it is within their province, 
as sovereign owner of such territory, so to do; but it must be done, if 
at all, in manner and form a prescribed in the Con titution of the 
United States. 

Ther<' ba been much oratory indulged recently about " contempt ot the 
Con titution,'' and other allegM 1 gnl moral hortcomings ot the Ameri
can P<'Ople, in which hue nod cry Members of Congress have led the pack. 

· hould it be contended in any quarter, therefore, that the within argu
ment is not conclu. ive upon the power ot Conjn'e s to alienate sov
ereignty, but at most simply casts a doubt upon its authority so to do, 
what thC'n should be the attitude of our worthy Senator and Congre s
m<'n in the premise-s? The an wer to tbiR, and it will bear car~ful 
l'eadlog, is t out by Mr. Justice Cooley in his Constitutional Limita
tion , page 109, as follows : 

"But when nil the legitimate ll~hts tor ascertaining the meaning of 
th Con titutioo have been made use of, it may still bap~n thnt the 
coo truction remains a matter of doubt. In such a en. e it seems clear 
that everyone called upon to act where, in his opinion, the propo ed 
action would be of doubtful constitutionality, is bound upon the doubt 
alone to nb lain from acting. Whoever derives power !rom the Consti
tution to perform any public function Is disloyal to that instrument, 
nod gt·o sly derelict in duty, it he does that which be is not r asonnbly 
sati~fl~>d the Constitution permits. Whether the power be legislative, 
executive, or judicial, there Is miUlifcst di regard ot constitutional and 
moral obligation by one who, having taken oath to upport that instru
meut, takE' part in an action which he can not say he believe' to be no 
violation ot it provi ion . A doubt of the constltutlonallty of nny 
propo ed 1<'~1 lative enactment should in any case be r n on ufficleot 
for refu~ing to attempt It; and, it le~l lator do not act upon this 
'principle, the rea ons upon which are based the judicial deci ions sus
talnin~ legislation in very many ca es will cease to be of force." 

It is up to Congre . Will it have the vision, the sincerity, and th<' 
statesmanship to hew to the line, or will it continue, as in the past, 
to play politics and camouflage the real 1 ue by indulging bromidic 
formulm and shopworn slogans? 

REVIs.ION OF THE TARIFF 

The enate as in onunittee of the Whole, re ·umed the con
aid ration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue. to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the industrie~ 
of the United States, to protect American labor, and for other 
purpo e . 

l\lr. BARKLEY. Mr. Pre:;ident, in order that both ide£ may 
be able to weep over thi question ·ufficiently, I want to offer 
an amendment reducing the taritr on handkerchiefs. 

Mr. S~IOOT. That will make the manufacturer" weep, so tnat 
we will all be weeping. 

The VICE PRESIDE. TT. The amendment will be reported. 
The LIOOI LATIVE CLERK. The enator from Kentucky offers 

the following amendment, on page 223, line 16, to tril\e out the 
word "and " and insert the words ' fini ·bed or unfini hed, of 
whate\·er material compo ed, 90 per cent ad valor m." 

AI. ·o, on page 223, line 24, to strike out all after the word 
" comp . ed " down to and including all of line 6 on page 224, 
and to in ert the words "75 per cent ad valorem : Provided, 'l'llat 
any of the foregoing made with hand rolled or hand made hems 
·hall bt> ~ubject to an additional duty of 1 cent each." 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I want to make a very brief 
tatement. 

.Mr. OPELAND. Mr. President, will t11e enntor yield? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 
Mr. COPEL ... o\.ND. Before the Senator • tart" his tutement, 

I would like to ask the Senator from Kentucky a question. That 
amemlm ut would place embroidered handkerchief· at what 
rate? 

1\tr. BARKLEY. eventy-five per cent. 
Mr. C'OPEL ID. And the lace handkerchief 
Mr. BARKLEY. Ninety per cent. 
Mr. OPELA~TJ). The significance of the amendment is to 

place the two varieties of handkerchiefs as stated, 90 per cent 
on the lace and 75 on the embroidered? 

Mr. BARKLEY. That i correct. It is simply a re~toration 
·f the rate~ in the pre ent law. 

~'lr. SMOOT. With the furth r provi ion--
:\Ir. BARKLEY. With the further provi ion that if they are 

mad with hand rolled or hand made hem they . hall b ar an 
additional duty of 1 cent each. That last provision is for the 
purpo e of encouraging the situation in Porto Rico, \Vhere th e 
handkerchief are made. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, doe the Senator recall what 
the rate i on embroideries? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Tbe rate on embroiderie generally, as we 
have agreed to it in the Senate, is 90 per ceut. 
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Mr. COPELAND. Why does the Senator make a distinction? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Because there is no necessary analogy be

tween embroideries generally and handkerchiefs which carry a 
sma·n quantity of embroidery, some embroidered design in one 
corner or around the border, or at any other place on the hand
kerchief. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the rates in the bill as it 
passed the House have been slightly lowered by the Senate 
Finance Committee, and a slight change made out of deference 
to the handkerchief makers of Porto Rico, as stated by the Sen
ator from Kentucky. It is my understanding that the increased 
rates in the bill as it passed the House were due to evidence 
presented before the Ways and Means Committee of the House 
that handkerchiefs corning in from China came in at such a 
rate as to make it practically impossible for the handkerchief 
makers in the United States and Porto Rico to compete. There
fore there has been a very considerable increase in the duty. 

I have been furnished by one of the experts of the Tariff 
Commission with figures showing the rates and the costs as 
applied to a single sample of a small embroidered handkerchief, 
such as the one I hold in my hand, which is made in China, and 
which is a very excellent imitation of the attractive handker
chief made in Porto Rico. 

May I say that, although we have done a good deal to help 
Porto Rico, she has suffered enormously. The losses due to the 
hurricane ran up to nearly $100,000,000. The amount of aid we 
have been able to grant is somewhere in the neighborhood of 
$10,000,000. There are thousands of people, particularly in the 
eastern end of Porto Rico, whose sole means of livelihood is the 
making of handkerchiefs. 

Handkerchiefs such as the one I hold in my hand cost in 
Porto Rico about 85 cents a dozen. The handkerchiefs made in . 
China, exemplified by the particular handkerchief I hold in my 
band, can be sold in New York at retail at $1 a dozen. The 
normal retail profit on a handkerchief of this kind would be 
about 33 cents. The normal wholesale profit on a handkerchief 
of this kind would be about 17 cents. The present duty and 
landing charges of bringing a handkerchief of this kind into the 
United States from China would a:n:wunt to 22 cents, which 
leaves, so far as we can estimate it, a cost of 28 cents per dozen 
for the making of this type of handkerchief in China. 

The cost in Porto Rico is about 85 cents. If we were to give 
an adequate competitive duty, we should have to put on a duty 
of 175 per cent ad valorem. 

I know that there are people who believe that it is very 
important that the consumers of the United States should 
have handkerchiefs in which to shed their tears when they will 
be out of jobs if this bill goes through in the way in which 
the Senato·r from Kentucky would like to have it go through. 
I understand that the Senator, out of sympathy with the work
ers who will cry when they lose their jobs, wants them to have 
a chance to buy handkerchiefs to cry into. However, a handker
chief of this kind [showing its size] is not going to receive a 
great many tears, because it is not large enough; but if we 
do not increase the duty as the House did, and if we permit 
the Chinese handke-rchiefs to come in and compete with the 
Porto Rican handkerchiefs, as they are now doing, we are go
ing to cause a great increase in suffering in the island of Porto 
Rico, which has already suffered so much. 

I hope very much that the Senate, out of regard for the 
thousands of women in eastern Porto Rico, fo-r whom, as I 
have said, handkerchief making is practically the sole means 
of livelihood, will consent to grant the rate given by the House 
and approved by the Senate Finance Committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kentucky restores existing law, with the excep
tion of the proviso reading : 

That any of the foregoing made with handrolled or handmade hems 
shall be subject to an additional duty of 1 cent each. 

As the Senator from Connecticut said, that change was 
adopted by the committee, and is now accepted by the Senator 
from Kentucky for the purpose of taking care of the wo'rkers 
in Porto Rico. 

When we survey the handkerchief situation as a whole, 
handkerchiefs made of cotton and linen and silk, we :find that 
the importations have immensely increased. For instance, take 
embroidered cotton handkerchiefs. In 1923 there were imported 
161,567. In 1928 there were imported 1,088,288. That was an 
increase of about 800 per cent. Of lace handkerchiefs, in 1923 
tbe total importations amounted to $17,758, but in 1928 tbey 
bad increased to $117,450. We find approximately tbe same pro
portionate increase with respect to linen handkerchiefs. . The 
total importations of linen handkerchiefs in 1923 were 1,543,018, 
and in 1929 they had increased to 3,287 ,906. As far as the 
handkerchief industry .itself is concerned, I could show year 

by year, beginning with 1923, following the passage of the 1922 
act, the importations into the United States of every kind of 
handkerchief-cotton, linen, and silk. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Sen.ato'r yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. COPELAND. Is that true of the emb-roidered handker

chief? 
Mr. SMOOT. It is the same thing. I am speaking now of 

handkerchiefs generally, although I am speaking in particular 
of the ones covered by this paragraph. 

The testimony before the committee showed beyond a question 
of doubt, if the testimony is to be given credence, that the 
amendment found on page 223, lines 24 and 25, and continued 
on page 224 to the end of line 1, is necessary if we are to check 
a further percentage of imports of handkerchiefs into the United 
States and maintain the percentage that the local manufac
turers have bad in the entire consumption of handkerchiefs in 
the United States. The amendment of the Senator from Ken
tucky proposes to strike out the words "valued at not over 60 
cents per dozen, 3 cents each and 40 per cent ad valorem ; 
valued at over 60 cents per dozen, 4 cents each and 40 per cent 
ad valorem," and it also strikes out the proviso "that none of 
the foregoing shall be subject to a less duty than 75 per cent 
ad valorem." In other words, as I have already stated, the 
amendment simply reenacts the present law with the proviso 
which I have just read. 

I was very much pleased, indeed, that the Senator consented 
to the additional duty of 1 cent each on every handkerchief 
with hand rolled or hand made hems, because I fully agree with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] that the provi
sion applies only to the workers in Porto Rico and that the 
industry there has been developed. They are very adept at the 
work. It is about the only work of a manufacturing character, 
particularly with cloth of any kind, in which the Porto Ricans 
have made any headway at all. I think they ought to be 
encouraged, and therefore I am very pleased, indeed, to have 
that provision agreed to. 

Mr. President, to show the difference in the Chinese handker
chief, I exhibit here in my band some samples. They are of 
identical size with the Porto Rican product; the linen is per
haps of the same character, but I doubt if the work is equal in 
any way to the work of the Porto Ricans, because there is one 
thing certain, and that is that the Porto Ricans have learned 
this trade. They are very a<lept at it. On the Chinese handker
chief, as is true of almost any work done in €Jhina, the work 
is done quickly. I suppose the laborer bas not very much 
interest in it, because he merely ekes out of his labor just 
enough to keep body and soul together, and in many cases not 
even sufficient for that purpose. That is the kind of work that 
is coming in contact with the output of the laborers in Porto 
Rico, our next-door neighbor. It seems to me that the Senate 
committee amendment ought to have been agreed to. 

Another thing I want to add is that here [exhibiting] are six 
embroidered handkerchiefs made in China, which retail in the 
United States for 34 cents. There is not a piece of work on 
any one of the six handkerchiefs that is not good work. Of 
course, that can be done because human labor in 'China is not 
considered as important as the machinery. Human life is not 
quite as important as the life of a machine there. In other 
words, the labor in China can be performed by the use of 
humans at a less rate than if they bad machinery with which to 
do the work. It is for that reason that we wanted to increase 
the present duty. The amendment of the Senator from Ken
tucky puts the rate back as it is to-day, and these handkerchiefs, 
hand-worked, every stitch of it done by band, will come into the 
United States from China and sell at retail for 34 cents per half 
dozen in some of the chain stores we have throughout the 
country. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I should like to speak for a 
moment about machine-embroidered handkerchiefs. If I did not 
know the Senator from Kentucky, I would believe that he has a 
particular grievance again$t my city. 

Let me show to the Senator from Utah six Swiss-made em
broidered handkerchiefs sold for $1 at retail in my city. We 
used to -make large quantities of these embroidered handker
chiefs. In the Passaic district, because of the importation of 
these embroidered handkerchiefs, tbe decrease in the number of 
operatives in three years bas been 64 per cent. The average 
pay roll has decreased 84 per cent. 

I want to point out further that these beautifully embroidered 
handkerchiefs are made on modern machinery in Switlr.erland 
and that the Swiss Government itself, as I am advised, has made 
an appropriation to repair and improve the machinery. 
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I would be entirely satlsfted with the amendment ugge ted 

by the enator from K ntucky if be would includ embroidered 
llandkercltlefs as well a lace at 90 perc nt. We have fixed the 
rat .. on embroid~i s at 90 per c nt. There is no rea on in the 
world why a di ·tinction should be made as re"ards embroidery. 
If we are to pr erve the handker hlef lndu try for America we 
must give it some protection; otherwise there will be les ened 
employm nt and 1 ned pay rolls wherever ·uch things are 
mad. 

I am orry th nator from Kentucky [Mr. B nrLEY] is not 
ll re at the moment, in order that I might make one further 
app •nl to him. I have not been very succ • ul t~uy in reach
ing bls b art. It is n path tic thing that thl · indu try mu t be 
wlp .d out in th nlted tat in order that it may thrive in 

tina nnd in wltzerlan<l, where wage condlll n ar entirely 
di1r r nt-of cour almo t nothing b log paid in China, a the 

oator trom Utah ha pointed out. 
This morning when the nator from Keutu ky was talking 

about hats h made the tat ment tllat it is not fair to take the 
ch ap .st straw hat as a ba is, but . aid that we rniDJt take tlle 
nv ru" . owever, when it com to bandke.rchiefs, be i pro
po ing an ntirely ditr rent b ~Si '. If hi· amendment prevail ", 
it w111 m •an a further decline in the number of operatives in 
my part of th country aud it will m an a le ,. ('ned income on 
th ir part. Why is tllis? For what r a on? It is appar-

ntly in order that in China and in witz rland thet·e may be 
pr rity. 

f cours , I am glad th re is pro perity there. ometime I 
am inclined to be rry that I have nny humanity in my oul, 
b au. e if I bad not, I c uld forget all about the snff •ring of the 
rest of the world. But, orrow a we may ov r forei"n di ·tr , 
w are nators of th nited tatcs and mu ·t give con idera
tlon to the citizens living in thi countr-y. 

To !ncr asc the ut from 75 per c nt to 90 per c nt on em
broid r d handkcrchi fa would make v ry little differ nee, o 
far aH the av rug itiz .n i c ncerncd, but t reduce the rate 
on embroid red handkerchiefs below that placed upon embroid-

r1 g n rally means un mp1 yw nt in the United tate . 
now far do w int nd to go? I wish I could tand on thi 

ld f th hamb r and always argue f r a low tarifr, for th 
d structlon of the taritr, in order that pri es might be brou,..bt 
<lowu that we could buy thing more cheaply. But if ther 
is going to be employment in our country o ther·e can be money 
to pur hn.· tb things, there mu t be ome con iderntion given 
to th who work ln the e establi hm nt by the impmdtion of 
tnrl11: . 

Mr. SM T. Mr. Pr Flident, will the enator yield? 
fr. • PELAND. Certainly. 

Mr. M T. In th l1and embroid ring of handkerchiefs 
alone th r· ar 115 establfl.:hm ntA in th nited tat s, and 
th y pay in wag nc rly • 6,00 ,000. That 6,0 ,000, if pent 
in hlna, would mploy almost one-third of th entire popula
tion of hlua. If w do uot tuke are of our own people, who 
lH going to do J t? \V wlll get no prot ction from llina or any 
oth r country. 

Mr. OPEL D. 1'11 nntor i. quite right. Let me go ju t 
n littl furtll r. The "ain in importR of embroidE-red cotton 
bnudl· •r hief in 1( !l over 1923 was 154,000 pound1';-approxi
mat •ly 1,500,000 yan.ls t c tton that might hav been made 
her in our mills, giving employment t Am rican citizen . 
~·h n, in turn, th • murbine embroidery that wa placed upon 
thcs c tt n hnndk rcllit;t , made from cotton produc d by Amer
i •tut workm n c uld ba ve b n pla d there by oth r American 
workrn n and th mon y u d in the upbuilding of the United 
~tnt ~. I ku w how utterly h pel it is ometimes to tand 
Jwr nnd dis ·u th nc d: of the .Am rlcnn workm n. 

tr. li'LF~T H~m.. Mr. Pr id nt, will th Senator from New 
Yorl· 1 rrult un interruption? 

'l'hc VI 'E I>UE IDF~NT. oes the nator from New York 
yi •ld to tll "euntor fr m Florida? 

Mr. ~OP.IDLAND. , rtainly. 
fr. }1'LiiY1' lliDlt. A~ I iuf r from the n tor' amendment, 

h tlrovo~w n change from n peciflc duty to an ad valorem duty 
uud U • , th ud valor m duty at about 75 per cent? 

Mr. (' Ji~f~ D. n mbr idery. 
1\lr. HMO T. 'l'hnt i in the e i ting Jaw. 
Mr. f1'LE'l' 'liEU. I wnnt t n. k the nator whether the ad 

valor m duty whirh he- propo. · by hi amendment 1 an increase 
owr th duty n. pr po. •d by the comruitt or a decrea ·e? 

Mr. COPEI...A. rD. I take it that the nator from Florida 
thiuks thnt I hav introduced the am ndm nt. I have not, but I 
Hug~Tl'~ t cl u mo<liftcation. 

Mr. HM 1\ ~'h enator from Kentucky 11as offered the 
Hmendm nt. 

Mr. l1'LET 'liElU. I refer to the 1 nding amendment. 

Mr. COPELAND. The pending amendment is the same a. the 
pr ent law. 

Mr. FLETCHER. But it i a decrease over the rate provided 
by the committee am ndment. 

Mr. C PELAND. It is a decrea e over that amendment. 
Mr. ' ~10 T. Oh, ye"'. 
Mr. C PELA.ND. Let me call the attention of tile enator 

from }'lorida to the fact that we have placed the duty on em
broider! at 90 per cent, but when it comes to mbroidered 
handkerchief the rate is made 75 per ent. We have a very 
large market for American cotton textiles; we have a market 
for operativ ' who might embroider upon cotton textiles emblems 
and design ·. I referred, I think, before the enator came into 
the Chumber, to thiR beautiful Chri tma · box of 'wi&·-runde 
handkerchiefs [ xhibiting]. The e embroidered handkerchiefs 
old in New York for $1 for the box of a half dozen. They 

were made in 'witzerland ; and, furthermore, the wi · Govern
ment has, in a ense, ·ub idized tbe indo try there by appro
priating money to buy, r tire, or repair run-down machine . So 
the wi s are more and more in a trategic po:-ition to produce 
such handkerchiefs. 

I wish that tlle enator from Kentucky might be induet:'d, in 
the intere t of American labor and the ale of American cotton 
textile , to place the rate on embroidered handkerchief at the 
ame rate a on lace handkerchief , namel~·. 90 per cent. I 

appeal now to th enator from Kentucky. In view of the fact 
that there ha been a serious decline in machine mbroidered 
handkerchief , a decrea in three years in the numb r of overa
tive. of 68 per cent, and in wages of 84 per cent, will not the 

enator accept a modification and let embroidtred handkerchief. 
come in at the 90 per cent rate? I hope he will. I belieYe ~ ucll 
action would be in the inter t of American cou ern ·. of Ameri
can employee , and of Americans generally. I ran Lee no ren on 
why we hould aid and abet the efforts of tb Hwi.· · GoT"ern
ment which i practically ~ ub idizing the embroidered handker
chief bu ·ine , and at the arne time promote- deHtitution and 
mi. fortune on our side of the ocean. I wi h the Senator might 
acrede to my request. 

1\Ir. BARKLEY. I did not understand what it i.· the • nator 
wi ' h s me to do. 

Mr. OPELAND. I wi h the Senator might modify his 
amendment o that on embroid red handkerchieU.: there will be 
levied tbe same rate a on lace handerchief~ namely, 90 per cent. 

Mr. WAL H of Ma. achusetts. The Senator mean machin~ 
embroidPred handkerchiefs? 

Mr. COPELA:.~D. I refer to machine-embroidered handker-
chiefs. • 

Mr. W .ALSH of Mo. sachu etts. Of cour .. e we can not com
pete in thi country in the making of hand-embroidered hand
kerchief . 

Mr. COPELAND. No; I am thinking about machine-em
broidered handkerchi fs. 

Mr. W AL H of Ma sachusett . What rate would the Senator 
have levied on hand-embroidered handkerchief ? 

Mr. COPELAND. Of cour e, the Senator from Ma achu ett 
realiz that the Chine e hand-embroidered handkerchief does 
compete with our machine-embroidered handkerchief. A the 

enntor from Utah in very expressive speech put it, it i the 
"human machine" in China, and, as I see it, we ought to give 
thi protection. I tru. t the enator from Kentucky will accept 
that .<ugge tion and 1 t us go home before we hall be nowed ln. 

Mr. BARKLEY obtained the floor. 
Mr. W AL H of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
The VICE PRE !DENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 

yield to the enator from Ma achusetts? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. \VAL H of 1\Ia . nchruetts. I have here a letter from 

one of the large wholesale dry goods establi hment in the city 
of Bo ton which I think I ought to read at this tim , or, at 
lea t, I should read a part of it. The letter wa · written in 
June before the action of the Finance Committee was taken 
but after tile House of Representatives had acted. I QUote 
from the letter, as follows: 

I would like to eall your attention to paragraph 1530 of tbe House 
bill , beginning on the twenty-first line, relative to lace, embroidered, 
and initialed handkerchiefs. 

The present <1uty on the lace handkerchiefs is 90 per cent, and on 
the embroidel'(!d handkerchiefs, 75 per cent ad valorem. The new duty 
as passed by the House bill calls for 4 cents per handkerchief and 40 
per cent ad valorem, whteh would raise the duty on handkerchiefs that 
retail for 121h cents each to 152 per cent, goods that retail for 15 eeuts 
to 133 per cent, and goods that retail for 25 cents to 96 per cent, which 
I think is prohibitive. Our domestic manufacturers are able to make 
the low end~ tbat is, the 12¥.. and 15 cent goods, and there is very little 
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competition from the other side, but on all goods that retail for 25 
cents we have to depend a great deal on having the novelties from the 
other side, and it would seriously affect the handkerchief business with
out these novelties in the line. 

I do not object to a reasonable compound duty, but instead of it being 
4 cents per handkerchief and 40 per cent ad valorem, it should be only 
2 cents and 40 per cent ad valorem per handkerchief, and that would 
give the domestic manufacturer ample protection. 

I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky if it is not his 
judgment that handkerchiefs that retail at 25 cents, which I 

· take to be the hand embroidered--
Mr. BARKLEY. No ; they are not hand embroidered--
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They are machine em

, broidered? 
Mr. BARKLEY. They are machine embroidered. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I take it that they do not 

seriously compete with any handkerchiefs produced here. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The hand-embroidered handkerchief is not 

produced in the United States in commercial quantity. Prac
tically all of the hand-embroidered handkerchiefs imported into 
this country are from the north of Ireland. The embroidered 
handkerchiefs that come in from Switzerland are machine 
made ; they are made on the same type of machines that are 
used in the manufacture of American machine-embroidered 
handkerchiefs. If the Senator would compare a machine
embroidered handkerchief made in Switzerland with a machine
embroidered handkerchief made in the United States he would 
very readily understand why almost all American women prefer 
the Swiss handkerchief to the American product, because the 
Swiss handkerchief is made with such skill, and suffident time 
is taken to make it, that it is almost impossible to tell the right 
from the wrong side, whereas in our country the handker
chiefs are produced by "mass methods," very little pains are 
taken with them, and when the underside of an American 
machine-embroidered handkerchief is examined anybody who 
has any taste will understa,nd why the imported article is 
preferred by the average American woman. 

Mr. SMOOT. Every stitch in the Chinese handkerchief is 
made by hand. I showed the Senator six Chinese handkerchiefs 
selling for 34 cents, and every stitch in those handkerchiefs was 
made by hand. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not disputing that fact, but I have a 
statement here by an American manufacturer of machine-made 
handkerchiefs, talking before a convention of his fellow manu
facturers, stating that the trouble with the American handker
chief industry is not importations from China, especialJy em
broidered handkerchiefs, but the troub~ is that by reason of the 
change in styles embroideries are not now generally worn, and 
hundreds of machines which formerly were used in the manu
facture of embroidery generally have become useless for that 
purpose, and have gone into the manufacture of embroidered 
handkerchiefs, and, as a result, they ha~ overproduced; they 
have, to use the common expression, flooded the American mar
ket to an extent that the condition of the American embroidered 
handkerchief maker is depressed. In the handkerchief field our 
forte is in the making of plain handkerchiefs ; there is no other 
country that can really compete with the American manufacturer 
of ordinary plain handkerchiefs; but when we get into the em
broidery field we find a difficult situation because the factories, 
men and machines which formerly were employed in making em
broideries generally, finding no market for those products be
cause of the change in styles, have undertaken to go into the 
handkerchief field, and have thus contributed very largely to the 
condition which now exists in the handkerchief market. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It will be noted that the cor
respondent to whom I have refeiTed criticizes quite severely the 
rate proposed by the House. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. He says that that rate would 

be injurious to the handkerchief business, but he does intimate 
that the business would not suffer by some slight increase. 

Mr. BARKLEY. As I have suggested, I am going to modify 
my amendment, 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think American women 
should have the opportunity of getting high-class embroidered 
machine-made handkerchiefs at a reasonable price, and we ought 
not to impose such a duty as would preclude that opportunity. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I think the Senator is right; and I will say 
that, so far as the cheaper embroidered-hand~erchief field is 
concerned, the depression in the industry is not limited to the 
United States; the domestic-handkerchief market in Switzerland, 
where most of these machine-made embroidered handkerchiefs 
come from, is equally depressed with that in the United States, 
and for the very same reason. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I so ULderstand, and the evi
dence so shows. Will the Senator state what he proposes? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am going to modify my amendment so as 
to make the rate 90 per cent as to both lace and embroidered 
handkerchiefs. 

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator from Kentucky. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Let us have a vote on that, 

and let the amendment then go to conference. 
Mr. BARKLEY. In my amendment, where it -reads 75 per 

cent on embroidered handkerchiefs, I wish to change it to read 
90 per cent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kentucky as modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Haltigan, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the joint 
resolution (S. J. Res. 7) for the appointment of a joint com
mittee of the Senate and House of Representatives to investi
gate the pay and allowances of the commissioned and enlisted 
personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, and Public Health Service. 

RECESS 

Mr. SMOOT. If there is no other business desired to be 
transacted at this time, I move that the Senate take a recess 
until to-morrow at 11 o'clock a. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and Z1 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, Jan
uary 31, 1930, at 11 o'clock a.m . . 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THURSDAY, J anua.ry 30, 1930 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and Wl!S called to order by 
the Speaker. 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer : 

We approach Thee in repentance and confession. Hear us, 
gracious Master, dwell in fellowship with our souls, exalt our 
ideals, enlarge our vision, fill the veins of our thoughts with the 
throbbings of immortal courage, and lift us into the very pres
ence of Goo. Take our entire country under Thy guidance. 
Thou art calling us not by the whispered vision of the night 
but loudly thundered by the voice of the day. Yes, Thou art 
calling us to help, not by the might of arms or the conquest 
of commerce but by the sovereignty of service. 0 God. our 
noblest triumph will be in the expansion of our holy faith in 
the world's Saviour. Persuade us, we pray, that to save our 
own land we must help save the world. In the name of Jesus. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MElSSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
joint resolution of the House of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 217. Joint resolution making an additional appro
priation for the support of the Federal Radio Commission dur
ing the :fiscal year 1930 in accordance with the act approved 
December 18, 1929. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a 
bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested : 

S. 3152. An act to legalize a combined sewer and submarine 
cable constructed under the Grand River near the pumping sta
tion on Market Avenue at Grand Rapids, Mich. 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 5616) entitled "An act to amend 
the act entitled 'An act to provide that the United States shall 
aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for 
other purposes,' approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supple
mented, and. for other purposes," disagreed to by the House; 
agrees to the conference asked by the House on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. P HIPPS, 
:Mr. :MosES, and Mr. McKELLAR to be the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

FEDERAL FARM BOARD 

Mr. BRA~ of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for two minutes. 
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Tbe SPEAKER. Tbe gentleman from Ohio a k unanimous 

con nt to proc ed for two minute . I th re objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BR ND of Ohio. Mr. peaker and M mbcr of the 

n u e, I bav b n in cor pondcnce with the Farm Board 
tor, I think, veral month , trying to find out the intere t rate 
that will b chnrg d to th cooperativ . Th re ha been con-

tel rable di u ~ion of that point in the n w paper , and cou
ld rable df cu sion in orne of t11e committee of the IIouse 

and of tbe nu.te. 
I hav a 1 tter tbi morning in r ply to a 1 tter I wrote to 

rr. ·billing, a member of the board. Be does not an wer, 
but th r tnry of th board, Mr. hd L. Chri ten. en, has 
an ·wer d. I will ask that the 1 rk r d th letter. I think 
it 1 a d finite r pon for the first time. 

Th PIO.A.KER. Without objection, the Clerk wlll read the 
let r. 

'l'h lerk r ad as follows: 

Bon. CliARLK DRAND, 
HoU8e of R('pre entaUvca. 

FEDEllAL FARM BOABD, 

washingtcm, Jan"artl !5, 1980. 

DFlAR Mn. BnAND: In r ply to your letter of January 17, addressed to 
Mr. chilling, tbert' Is quoted bel w for your convenient information the 
provision ontalm•<l in the agricultural marketing act approved June 15, 
1920, governing tl1e rate of interest to b charged on loan made by the 
lJ' d .ral l~'arm Board to cooperative a oclatlons : 

" J:C. 8. (a) Lo ns to any cooperative a . octation or stabilization 
corporation nod actvnnc tor in urance purp s ball bear interest at a 
rat . ot int r t p r annum equal to the lowe t r te of yield (to the 
n ar t one-eighth of 1 pet cent) of any Government obUgntion bearing 
a dat of i sue sub guent to April 6, 1017 (except po tal-savings bond ), 
and out tanding at tb time the loan agret>meut is ent red into or the 
auvanc 1 mad by th board, as cettified by the ecretury of the 
Trea ury to the board upon tts reque t: Provided, That in no case shall 
th rtlt xc d 4 p r c nt p r annum on the uot>nid prlnclpnl." 

The tnt rest rat appllcable to the loan which the Federal Farm 
Board bas agre d to make to the National Cheese Produc rs Federation, 
Vall y of Virginia Milk Producer Association, and National Wool Mar
k tlng orporntlon are ba d on the provision of the net above quoted. 

The loan to th Natlono.l Wool Marketing Corpornllon, how ver, is on 
a sllghtly dl1r >r nt bn is than the lonn to th oth r two organizations 
ml'nlloned, in that th National Wool Marketing Corporation, Instead of 
u ing the borrow d funds 1t If, will relend them to lts member organi
zation . A you know, tb National Wool Mnrketing Corporation hn 
etnt -wide or r lonal wool coop rntive n its member stockholders. 
Th rut of inter st on the lono to the National Wool Marketing Cor
porn Uon must always b d t rmincd as provided tn the s ction of the 
luw pr vlously quot d. In acting as agent for It member a sociations 
it wUl, of cour e, incur orne additional exp n t'. To cover thi expense 
lt may be cxp ct d to churge its m mb rs lot re t at a rate omewhat 
above that at which it borrow from the board. This situation bas not 
d velop d far nougb as yet to make pos illle any tatement as to the 
exu t nmouot tllat will be charged to cover the e expen e . It may be 
polntNl out, how v r, that nny profit accruing to the National Wool 
Corpornttoo as a result of uch n dilil•rcnce in interest rnt s will, of 
C()Ursl.', inure to its m mll t' tockbolders, who are paying the interest in 
the flrt~t place. 

V •ry truly yours, 
CHRIS L. CnnrsTENS•N, Secreta.rv. 

Mt·. llA TING . Mr. peaker, will the g ntleman yield? 
Mr. BHA of Ohio. I yield. 
'l'b • l EAKER Tll gentleman'~ time ha expired. 
Mr. llR D of hio. I a ·k uuanimou consent for two 

mlnut ~ rnor . 
~rll PEAKIDR I there objection to the gentleman's 

r quest 't 
r 'ht>r wn no objection. 
Mr. H TING '. Do you r gard that a r ponsive to your 

inquiry, exc pt n a mere quotati n of the law? 
Mr. BRA D of 0111 . Yl' ; I do. I have ~tudi d it. I think 

it m •uns that the board i ' going to follow the law. 
Mt·. IIA •rr G . What 1 e could th y do but follow the 

law'! 
Mr. BRAND of hio. I wus afruid they were not going to 

toll w Ill law. 
Mr. llA 'l'I • ~ . \Vhat information doc that r ally give 

you, e cept that th y will foUow the lnw? Tte law i manda
t ry. 

Mr. BRA hlo. It has been charged that Julius Barnes 
hnd r ceived a' uran from Alexander Legge, chairman of 
tb l!'nrm oard, that at lenst orne c operatives would not re. 
c iv th benctl.t f the rate of intere ·t p1·ovided in the law. 
Thi 1 tter iH the cleare t tatem nt that has b en made, and 
the boa'rd ems to bind itself to the provi ·ions of the law. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. peaker, I ask unanimous consent that on 
Saturday, following the special order already made, I may 
address the Bou e for 20 minutes on prohibition enforcement, 
to an wer one of the tateruents made by the gentleman from 
Wi consin [Mr. SCH.AFEB.]. 

The PEAKER. Is there objection to tbe request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I make a similar 

reque t, to addres the Bouse on Saturday, following the gen
tleman from Georgia, on the same subject. 

The SPEAKER. I there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
TAKING THE PROFIT OUT OF W .AB 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. peaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the REcoBD by printing the addre deliv
ered by Major Bodenhamer, commander of the American Legion, 
last evening on certain legislative proposals of the American 
Legion. 

The PEAKER. Tb gentleman from Arkansa asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD by printing 
the addres of the commander of the American Legion. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The address is as follows: 
It bas now been more than 11 years since the conclusion of the 

World War. From that war the American Legion was born. In that 
contllct the 800,000 Ameriran citizens, who now compo e the Legion, 
k!arned the futility of war and, at the same time, saw the di astrous 
results of unpreparedness. Since its inception, therefore, the Legion 
has given unselfishly ot its best thought and energy toward the ate
guarding of our Nation a.ga.inst any future cri 1s of a similar nature. 
Having seen and expe.rleneed the torture and utferlng of wnr, the 
personnel of the Legion wants no more of it. W are sincere in our 
de ire for universal peace, but we are just as sincere in our belief that 
America should never again be found in a condition o! such utter un
preparedness as that which characterized our country nt tbe time of our 
entry into the great con1Uct. 

The Legion bas been and still 1s in favor of a safe nod sane policy 
of national defense. Such a <kfense policy should be in keeping with 
the value of our Pr<werty and with the magnitude of our people. 
Year after year the Legion has affirmed and reaffirmed it position on 
this important matter. We have had a great dcnl to ny about the sub
ject of adequate preparedoe s. We advocat d the pa~ ge of the 
national defense act of 1020. We are firm· in our conviction that this 
defense plan, while nonmllitarlstic in tendency and inexpensive in 
nature, would prove effective in case of another nationnl emergenry, 
provided one additional principle were written into the fundnmentnl 
plan. 

In the establishment of our defense policy we must recognize the 
!net that nny major war will be fought by ' the civilian population 
rather than by professional soldiers. This is pnrtlcularly true of our 
land forces. Our wealth and population demand that our Navy shall 
be equal to that of any other nation in the world. Sound judgment 
would require that all compont>nt parts of land and sea forces be de
veloped in keeping with modern methods. 

But over and above the question of equal naval strength, and over 
and above the question of the standing armed force of land and air, 
there is still a greater and more fundamental principle upon which 
must depend any real preparedness, any real adequate national defen e, 
and any real guarantee of permanent peace. Tbi principle should be 
written into the national defense act. You may call it what you wU.:.
universal service or univerl::lal draft-that principle is wrapped up in 
the spirit of union and unity, the pirit of one tor all and all for one. 

We of the Legion favor universal draft in time of war, becau e It is 
our conviction that the underlying principle is right and fair and ju1:1t. 
We believe that all men nod all property share, proportionately, the 
benefits accruing from victory, and that all men and all property would 
share proportionately in the lo s accruing from defeat. All men and 
all property, therefore, should share equally and proportionately the 
burdens of war. In order to share the burdens of war equally and pro
portionately, it is necessary that all men and all property serve equally 
during the time of war, and that they share equally the burdens devel
oping as a result of war. 

The most severe critic of this univer al-draft idea must admit that 
the burden of war is the Nation's burden. It, therefore, should fall 
equally upon all men and upon all property. There should be no slack
ers and no profits in war. War is a national sacrifice, and every citizen, 
and the property of every cifu:en, should join in that sacrifice. But 
such has not been the case in the past, and the Legion Is saying to t11e 
American public that we ought to ha.ve a system of national defense 
which would make it impossible tor any one element of our people to 
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' make a profit by the waging of war. The present situation is very 
m·uch as follows .: 

, The · soldiers don their uniforms, go to war, risk their lives, work for 
. a menial pay, return to their homes, and then help pay the war debts. 
I Now If there is to be equal responsibility in paying the war bills, then 
' there should be equal service and equal responsibility during the time 
those war bills are being created. If all men and all property are to 
share equally after war in paying the war debt, then all men and all 

1 property should serve equally during the time of conflict. Let us, there
.fore, as public-spirited citizens, insist that our national~defense program 
be so prepared that all citizens and all property must bear the equal 
punishment of war if war ever comes again. Let us pay in material as 
well as in men. 

If this principle is fair and right and just, then it should be written 
into the law of the land at this time rather than to wait until a national 
emergency arises. Just as the principle of universal draft was put into 
effect imperfectly during the recent World War, just so it will be put 
into effect again, perfectly or imperfectly, in case of another war. Why 
is it not wise, therefore, for us, in time of peace, to sit down around 
the conference table and determine upon a plan which will be fair and 
more nearly perfect than any possible plan which might be agreed upon 
during the stress of war? 

And this is just what the Legion is asking for to-day. The Reed
Wainwright resolution, in which we are vitally interested, calls for the 
creation by Congress of a special commission to study this problem and 
to report back to Congress a bill, as agreed upon by the different ele
ments of American life represented. on that commission. This special 
commission would be composed of Members of the Senate and Honse, 
together with representatives of labor, capital, industry, and the other 
elements of American life vital to the successful conclusion of modern 
warfare. This commission would study the universal draft principle and 
would report back to Congress a specific piece of legislation. 

What plan of procedure could be more equitable to all parties con
cerned than this? Certainly the Legion does not favor, and would not 
favor, any plan which would place an unfair burden upon any one ele
ment of our people. The Legion believes that no man in time of war 
bas a right to roll in the lap of luxury while another of his comrades 
rolls in the mud and the mire of the battle field. Such conditions and 
tendencies as existed in the World War are undemocratic in nature and 
should be, and can be, corrected to a large extent, by the passage of 
a proper selective service act. 

Now, some of these statements may be rather general in nature, but 
It is not difficult to find concrete examples of the constructiveness of 
this principle if put into effect. Victory, or a successful conclusion of 
warfare, is the ultimate result sought by each nation engaged in con
flict. The purpose of war, therefore, after its declaration, is victory, so 
far as each contestant is concerned. Each warring nation hopes and 
fights for victory. Every ~fl'ort is made by each nation to accomplish 
victory. Certainly a nation that uses all men and all property, within 
their proper places of service, has the best opportunity for victory. If 
America ever goes to war again, we would expect to be victorious. We 
should, therefore, decide upon a plan by which all men and all property 
can be used properly in order to insure our victory. 

While the existence of a proper plan for the operation of the principle 
of universal draft would tend to serve as a guaranty of victory in case 
of war, still it bas a greater advantage, in that it would tend to retard 
the declaration of war by our own country. In other words, we would 
have no group or element of our people interested in a declaration of 
war, provided it were understood that each citizen, and the property of 
each citizen, would be subjected to the punishment and the burden of 
war, and that there could be no slackers and no profits developed as a 
result of such conflict. With the profit of war made improbable, and 
with a positive reduction ln the number of slackers, there would be no 
selfish interests in America which would encourage the declaration of 
war. War on our part, therefore, would be one of defense and not of 
offense. A principle which would have this kind of a beneficial tendency 
certainly should be studied and investigated. 

1 Not only would the universal-draft idea tend to retard a warlike 
spirit in our own Nation, but it would likewise tend to retard the decla
ration of war against us by any other nation. This Nation would be 
virtually invincible with a plan in existence by which all men and all 
property could be thrown into the defense of our country. Since defeat 
would be assured, certainly there would be few nations which would 
desire to declare war against the United States. A principle which 
would thus encourage the peace of the world, so far as America is con
cerned, certainly deserves to be studied and investigated. 

Now, this principle, although it would serve a most constructive and 
beneficial purpose, would cost the United States not one single dollar 
for maintenance. If war is never declared, the plan would never be 
called into operation. If war should be declared, then it would serve 
as an economy measure, because the waste and delay experienced in past 
wars would be prevented. The existence of the universal d1·aft prior to 
the World War would have reduced the cost of that war to America by 
millions upon millions of dollars, thus reducing the burden of taxation 
to every American citizen. During the first three months in the World 
War our expenditures were at the rate of $2,000,000 per day. During 

the next year they averaged $22,000,000 per day, and for the final 10 
months they averaged more than $44,000,000 per day. The direct and 
total cost to the United States was approximately $22,000,000,00~ 
nearly enough to pay the entire cost of running the United States Gov
ernment from 1791 to 1914; enough to have canied on the Revolu
tionary War continuously for more than 1,000 years at the rate of ex
penditure at the time it began. Such is the cost of modern warfare. 
At the close of the World War the United States was just beginning to · 
produce efficiently war material and war man power. The dollar had 
depreciated to as low as 40 cents because it had not been stabilized. 
The price of living increased, and the cost of labor increased accord
ingly. War was declared April 6, 1917. We had no Food Administrator 
until August 10. We had no act on our statutes forbidding trading 
with the enemy until September 12. We had no War Trade Board until 
October 12. It was the spring of 1918 before we had a finance board. 

This chaos and uncertainty as to a definite plan of procedure were 
responsible for the confusion and extravagance and reckless expendi· 
ture of money and of life, which accompanied our entry into that war. 
The existence of the universal draft plan would have prevented this 
confusion and this extravagance. It would have saved millions upon 
millions of dollars. 

While the Government was losing this enormous sum of money, be
cause of the lack of a definite plan of action, the civilian population 
was experiencing its problems with the cost of living. Let us turn to 
the report of the World Almanac of 1921 on the subject of milliona1Les 
for 1920, the year which followed the close of the war. 

"War profits are known to have increased the millionaire class. In 
1917 it numbered slightly more than 26,000. -With a population esti
mated at 105,000,000, the United States in 1920," according to tMs 
report, " had a millionaire group numbering one for each twenty-on-u 
hundred in population." 

This means 24,000 additional millionaires, and hundreds of thou· 
sands of others not quite up to the millionaire mark, were created dur
ing the war period in the United States, while more than 4,000,000 of 
our men in uniform were fighting and suffering and dying on a pay 
basis of some $30 per month. Surely some plan should be devised 
which would make impossible such profits and such profiteers arising 
from the suffering and the tortures of warfare. Patriotism may demand 
that a man give the best that he has in time of war, as well as in time 
of peace, but patriotism should not demand that a man serve in the 
uniform of his country for a less pay than that which is received 
by his fellow man for labor requiring the same effort and the same 
ability. 

Former President Coolidge once made this statement: 
'' Undoubtedly one of the most important provisions in the prepara

tion for national defense is a proper and sound selective service ·act. 
Such a law ought to give authority for a very broad mobilization of all 

· the resources of the country, both persons and materials. There is 
little defense which can be made of a system which puts some men in 
the ranks on very small pay and leaves others undisturbed to reap very 
large profits. In the advent of war, power should be lodged somewhere 
for the stabilization of prices as far as that might be possible in justice 
to the country and its defenders." 

Former President Harding, in one of his addresses, made the following 
statement: 

" It is not enough to draft the young manhood. It is not enough to 
accept the voluntary services of both men and women. It will be 
righteous and just, it will be more effective in war and marked by less 
regret in the aftermath if we draft all o.f capital, all of industry, all of 
agriculture, all of commerce, all of talent and capital and energy of 
every description to make the supreme and united and unselfish fight 
for the Nation's triumph. When we do that there will be less of war." 

The Nation in its entirety-labor, capital, man power-would be 
peace advocates; but while advocating peace they would have the full 
knowledge of their strength and of their abilit y to defend the Nation 
and its honor in case of necessity. 

I maintain that the universal draft law, if put into effect, would re
duce the cost and burdens of war. Such a law would lend itself to a 
well-planned system by our War D€partment of mobilizing the resources 
of America in the event of conflict. The existence o.f such .a plan would 
prevent confusion and would permit of an immediate effectiveness in 
the war activities of the Nation. The principle of the universal draft 
does not- contemplate a large standing army and navy, but it does con
template the existence of a well-planned program of national uefense. 
A lack of such a program will not stop a war, but it will increase the 
loss sustained because of not having such a program. Preparedness, 
even, will not stop a war, but it will decrease the loss sustained as a 
result of unpreparedness. You can not stop a nation from fighting 
just because it is unprepared, provided it feels that its national honor 
has been violated. Being properly prepared does not indicate, neces
sarily, a warlike spirit-it is just good, common horse sense in the life 
a,nd welfare of the Nation. The cost of war is the burden of the Na
tion ; it should not be made the burden o.f any one particular class. If 
the burden of war can be reduced, then all citizens share, and share 
alike, in the reduction of that burden. If you reduce the cost of war. 
you do more than reduce the burden; you pave the way for perfed: 

/ 
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pr<'Pnrcdoc•s . The Nntfon which can organlze and expend $10,000,000 
n duy for n military etrort which would co t another nation $50,000,000 
p •r day put lt elf In a strong and safe posltlon. By cutting out the 
profit of war nod by placing the burden equally upon all of the re
~;ourc , and by hnvlng a progt·nm for the ystemnUc employment of nil 
of lb difrt•r nt forces and r ources of this country, thus preventing 
conru ·lou and 11) t motion, we would be ln position to carry on a war 
at n rulohnum co t to our citizens. Pre !dent Coolidge, in a recent 
ndtlrcs , guve statement to hi bell t that the universnl draft taw would 
r ducc the co t and burden or another conflict. lie said : "These profits 
ntld to the Govcrnmc.>nt cost In the pro ecutlon of the war. A unlver~al 
<1r ft would pr vent this profiteering and would thus reduce the cost 
or tlle ~ at· and the re ·ulting taxation nece sary to retire such costs." 
Military uuthoritl s agree that the cxhitence of the universal draft law 
prior to the beginning of the World War would have reduced tbe cost 
of thnt wnr to America by million upon millions of dollars, thus reduc
Ing th burtl u of taxation to all American <'itizf>ns. 

Now, It the univer nl-<lrnft ideo. is fondamPnt.nlly fair and right and 
just, and if it would bnvc n tend ncy to prcFe•-ve universal peace, and, 
1l It would t nd to t'quallz tb burdens of war, thus making this 
Nation mor ff ctlve, in the cv<'nt of another international conflict, 
and, If It ndoptton would ost the United States not one single dollar, 
tb n, certainly that kind of a plan or principle is worthy of the con
sid rntlon of an unbla. cd nod competent commission of the United 
Sta tea ongress. 

Tb Legion bas nlr ady studl<'d thi problem. We are convinced that 
H has mPrlt and that it should become a part of the fundamental Jaw 
of the lnnd. Titer ar roc, bowcv r, who oppo ·e, for one reason or 
another, the adoption of this unlver al-draft id n. In fairness to them, 
a well ns to our lv , we bcllev that this plnn bn enough promise 
nnd nough merit to ju tlfy it study and lnv tigation by a special 
comml sion of Congre s, appointed tor thi particular purpose. There 
hnv be n pr entt•d to Congres some bills pt·ovldlng for the universal
dl'Oft plnn, a uch. Th · may or mny not be con tttutlonal. It is 
th L glon's conviction that tbl principle should be studied nnd that its 
worknlllllty should be lnv tlgntc.>d, and that a plan of procedure, which 
would b in k<' ping with the onstltutlon of tb United States, should 

11 fol'mttlnted and r port d bnck to Congres for con lderatlon. We 
ar pl dg d, therefore, to the adoption of the R ed-Walnwrigbt re olu
tlon. W beUev that this Is the horte t and surest course to be 
followed in det rmlnlng upon the proper unlver. al service act. Cer
tainly, au equlto.bl plan can b more quickly arrived at by conference 

tw n t• pre entatlv s of the different clements concerned than by 
long-cli11tnnce argum nts betwe n contending groups. 

W • nr convinced, nl o, that the pa age of this Reed-Wainwright 
r olullon will buve a most whole orne elrect upon our entire popula
tion. Nor will It l>e out of harmony with the pr ent elrot·ts toward 
tb stnbll bm nt of univer al peace. This is best evidenced by the 
fact tho t <'DO tor REED, joint author of thl re olution, and a member 
or th Amcrlcnn del<'gaUon to the London naval parley, introduced and 
urg d from dlate con ld ration of this re olution in the Senate on the 
vc.>ry ev of bl d pnrtur for thi confer nee. But over and above 
t11ls qu tion, we of th • L<>glon are convinced, based upon our study 
nnd upon our xp l'l nc during the World War, that a law should 
b wrltt n, nnd wt·ittcn now, which would coordinate and control every 
man, <'V ry tndu try, cv ry natural I' source, nnd evet·y manufacturing 
t'Dt t'Pl'i e into tb • rvic or the common cau e, in en e of another 
war. H you wlll do that, you will tnk the profit out of wnr, as nearly 
o.s profit con b tnken out of tnt rnatlonal conflict. You will take the 
uurc1 n from the hould rs of the m n wbo carry the rltle and di tribute 
it again, <'QU lly, as b tw u all m n, whether in or out of uniform. 
If you will do that, you will r ducc tb probability of lackers and 
pl'oflt r . Wb n ucb a prlncipl is wrltt n into tbe fundamental law 
of th Jnn<l, and mnd cff ctiv during the time of national emergency, 
th n, in my bumbl opinion, we would have a fundamentally wcll
pr pnr •d Nt\tlon, b can an would rve nnd, at the 11ame time, we 
would hove a. sine· t·e ncl p nce·loving p ople, b cnu e there would be 
non who would fuvor war, exc pt to defend our nuttvc land and to 
ore •rve our natlonnl honor. 

Armament now in ion in London. I trust every Member 
of the Hou e will read this address and familiarize him elf with 
its content . It is a very important utterance and one that 
ha great bearing on one of the most far-reaching subjects v.i.th 
which we are now dealing, 

Mr. tim on's addr s follows: 
LIMITATION 011' AR~AMENTS 

My friends of the un een audience, under these peculiar circum
stances which find me abroad in London and you, my un een audience, 
at home in the United tate , It would be a far greater plea ure to me 
If modern cience could collect the voice of the American people and 
bring it over here to me for my in plration and guidance rather tban 
take my own voice l\Dd dlstdbute it among you. Neverthele , while 
I can neither see you nor bear you, I can get comfort from talking to 
you. 

The American delegation at the Naval Arms Conference here 1n 
London, as you 1..'1low, con ists of Mr. Charles Francis Adam , the ecre
tary of the Navy; enator Jo EPH ROBINSON, of Arkan as, leader of the 
Democratic Party in the enate; enntor DAVID REED, of Penn ·ylmnia, 
chairman of the Senate Committee on Military Alrairs; General Dawes, 
the American amba ador here in London; Mr. Ilugb Gib on, the 
American amba ador to Bros els; Mr. Dwight Morrow, tbe Amel'ican 
ambas ador to Mexico, and my elt. We have come O\'er here to try 
to negotiate a treaty between the United States, Great Britain, France, 
Italy, and Japan, by which eo.cb of the e nations will limit and reduce 
it navy. 

TWO GREAT PURPOSES CITED 

We believe that this will accompli h two great purpo e : First, it 
will put an end to the lll will, u~picion, and fear that Inevitably is 
aro01:1ed by competition in naval building; and secondly, it wUl reduce 
the co t of our navies and thus relieve the taxpayers of each country 
from some of the burdens that rest upon them. 

We b Ueve that we can do both of these thing , and yet at the 
same time add to the security of our country, for there are times when 
less navy and more good will in the world will give greater security 
than more navy and le good will, and we think that this is one of 
tho e times. 

The reaction from the Great War is still with us. As with Indi
viduals, so with nations; periods of wi dom follow periods of triumpb.. 
The pre ure of public opinion ari ing out of the sorrows of the Great 
War has made po lble everal great constructive internat ional agree· 
ments in the last six years. Perhaps the greatest of the e was the 
one which was promulgated ln Wn blngton last July, the pact of 
Parts, somtimes called the Brinnd-Kellogg pact, by which virtually all 
the nations of the world renounced war as an instrument of national 
policy, and agreed in the future to settle their differences only by 
pnciflc means. 

URGES BELIEF IN Sl.'CiiiRITY OF ALL 

In America we believe when we signed the pact that we meant what 
we said. We should give the credit of equal sincerity to the other 
nations who igned with us. In the light of all the e circumstances we 
her , of tb American delegation, believe that this is a time when the 
limitation and reduction of nartes hould be po sible. 

A few days ago Mr. MacDonald, the Prime Mini t r of Great Britain, 
told you over the radio of the acrifices which Great Britain has already 
made and the steps she bas :\!ready taken to accomplish the reduction 
in her naval armament. America al o bas already shown her attitude 
in tbl cnu. by simtlar sacrifices and similar steps. 

Eight years ago, when she called the first di armament conference in 
Washington, she was engaged in building a fleet of battle ·hlp larger 
and more powerful than tho e of any other nation in the world. Ftr
t en of uch capital ships were already in the course of construction, and 
over 330,000,0 0 bad been spent on their construction. 

In order to stop naval competition and to put an end to the con c
quent rivalry, su picion, and fear between the nations which would grow 
out of such competition, America destroyed all of these new ships, to
gether with 13 older battle hips in her po se sion, and igned the Wash
ington treaty with Great Britain, France, Italy, and Japan. This treaty 
has put an end to all competition in battleships from that day to tbis 
between tho e nations. 

U~ITED STATES' ACTIONS REASSURJ!l JAPAN 

More than this, and with the spe.cial purpo e of rens nring Japan, 
m rica at the same time agreed to stop all work on her naval bases 

in the Orient, and to leave them unfinished and unprotected. 
Nothing could have" shown better tbe confidence in Japan, nothing 

could have shown more fervently that in tead of regarding that grPat 
country as a menace to her elt, she regarded her as a fri nd and as a 
stabilizing influence in the Far En t which would make for peace in that 
troubled portion of the world. 

The • ubsequent events have shown that America was right. Japan 
bas re ponded most cordially to this action and the relations between 
Japan and America ha.ve become more friendly and mutually confideut 
than ever before. Coupled with the 4-power Pacific treaty, by which 
America, Great Britain, France, and Japan agreed to respect each 
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other's possessions In tbe western Pacific, and to consult together if 
ever any controversy should arise between them as to these possessions, 
this action of America and of those other countries of the Pacific has 
produced a feeling of security in that neighborhood which even the great 
civil wars on the mainland in China have been unable to disturb. 

RELATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN 

So far as our future relations with Great Britain are concerned, we 
believe that the most effective way for us to create and maintain the 
good will between us, which we both expect, is by agreeing with Great 
Britain to an equal limit upon the total strength of our navies. 

The Washington treaty of 1922, to which I have just referred, created 
such parity between us as to our battleships and airplane carriers. We 
now seek to extend that parity to all the rest of our respective . fleets, a 
policy with which I am glad to say Great Britain is in entire accord. 

Parity between Great Britain and America is not a doctrine of naval 
rivalry; rather, it is a slogan Of mutual confidence, as well as a means 
of mutual disarmament. We in America know that so long as we 
have a Navy equal in power and efficiency to Great Britain's Navy, with 
only such minor differences as the differing problems of the two nations 
make necessary, America has a Navy adequate for its national defense. 
Furthermore, we know that so long as parity is maintained we can 
safely reduce our Navy down as far as Great Britain is willing to re
duce her navy. Instead of producing rivalry it removes it; instead of 
arousing apprehension it insures confidence and creates a standard by 
which both navies can be reduced in safety. 

M'DONALD'S STATEMENT CLF..ARED AIR 

M'r. MacDonald's announcement in Washington last December, that 
Great Britain agreed to this policy of naval parity with America, did 
more to relieve the feeling of anxiety and irritation which had followed 
the failure of the naval conference in Geneva in 1927 than any other 
single event. 

We are also interested in the limitation of the naVies of France and 
Italy, for although we have no immediate interest in the Mediterra
nean, where these countries border on each other, it is nevertheless a 
fact that every great navy in the world influences every other navy. 
Therefore, the civility and security of the world and the serenity of 
mind on which international good will rests can not be tully attained 
until all nature of competition in naval building is removed by agree
ments of limitations. 

This being the general situation which confronts us and these being 
the public purposes and motives which actuate us, we are trying to ac· 
complish the following results : 

In the first place, we hope to make an agreement with the other for
eign nations represented here which will put an end to competition 
between them in cruisers and destroyers. These vessels are now not 
covered by any agreements. 

WOULD LIKE TO ABOLISH SUBMARINES 

In the second place, we should like to abolish submarines. It we can 
not abolish them, we wish to reduce their number as much as possible, 
and at the same time to make an agreement which will prevent their 
being used against merchant vessels in the ruthless and inhuman way in 
which submarines were used in the last war. Then we want to reduce 
the battleship programs below the programs which were provided in the 
Washington treaty. It is present competition in respect to cruisers, 
destroyers, and submarines which has caused the chief anxiety and 
irritation during recent years. 

An agreement as to them would be the greatest contribution to inter
national good will and for some countries it would also provide economy. 
For us the chief economy would lie in the reduction of the battleship 
programs, for unless that program Is reduced we shall be faced with 
an expenditure of approximately $300,000,000 on battleships alone in 
the next six years, and in the following six years thereafter, another 
$300.000,000. 

These are the problems which the American delegation has before it 
and on which all the delegations here are hard at work. We have been 
getting acquainted with the members of the other delegations and have 
been studying the conditions of each of their countries which effect their 
naval programs. The organization of the conference has been etrected 
and members of our delegation have been holding conferences with each 
other and with their colleagues from other countries almost all day for 
every day that we have been here. 

We know the other delegations, and they know us far better than 
when we landed here l 0 days ago. We know their problems and their 
point of· view with an intimacy that was impossible before. I think I 
run no risk in saying for them and for us that we have confidence in 
each other's determination to make a long step forward in human 
progress before we leave here, and that that confidence not only augurs 
well for the success of this naval conference but for that international 
good will in the future which is the main object of the conference. 

Let me add one little word of caution: Some 400 newspaper reporters 
and representatives are gathered here in London to report this confer
ence, and hardly a day passes but what some excited reporter comes to 
me with a rumor of some crisis of which ,be has heard which is going 
to wreck the conference. Crises make good news, much better news 

than mere reports of good progress. I can only tell you that thus far 
every rumor of such a crisis which has come to my ear has been quite 
unfounded. N.o such crises have in fact occurred; nothing but hard 
work and friendly good will exists among the various gentlemen of the 
delegations who are getting together every day. 

Blil NOT TROUBLED, HE ADVISES 

I thE>refore recommend that you be not troubled with reports of crises 
until they are confirmed by us. We intend to make this conference a 
success, and we think we can do so. Our own delegation is a unit in 
energy, good will, and determination to accomplish such a result, and 
everything that we have seen points to a similar state of mind on the 
part of our colleagues from the other countrie!l. 

The members of the American delegation here in one capacity or 
another went through the Great War. Most of us have had to study 
national defense in tlie courfle of our official duties. We are united in 
believing that our national defense, our national interests, and our pros
pects will continue; peace and prosperity can best be served by naval 
limitation and · its consequent good will. In the belief that the same 
agreement which holds out such prospects for us holds equal prospects 
for the other nations here, we go at our task with the assurance of the 
support of the people of these five great nations. 

CHAUNCEY Y. DEPEW 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks by inserting my remarks concerning former Senator 
Chauncey M. Depew at the dedication of a chair of public 
speaking in his memory at George Washington University, and 
certain other remarks made about his life and public career. 
· Mr. UNDERHILL. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 

does the gentleman intend to include the whole program of the 
evening and the speeches delivered there? . 

Mr. FISH. I want to include chiefly the addresses concerning 
the life, character, and career of former Senator Chauncey M. 
Depew. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Made by whom? 
Mr. FISH. Made by myself, Professor Yeager, the new pro

fessor of public speaking at George Washington University, and 
William F. Butler, a distinguished Washington lawyer. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I have· no objection to the gentleman in
cluding his own remarks in the RECORD, but I think we had better 
exclude the remarks and speeches made by gentlemen outside 
our own body. 

Mr. FISH. Would the gentleman exclude the remarks made 
by Mr. Butler on the life and character of former Senator 
Chauncey M. Depew? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Well, in case Mr. Butler did not go 
beyond that I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my re

marks in the RECORD, I include an address by myself and 
Charles Henry Butler at the dedication of the Chauncey M. 
Depew chair of public speaking at George Washington Univer
sity on Friday afternoon, January 24, 1930. 

The speeches follow : 
SPEECH OF REPRESENTATIVE HAMILTON FISH, JR. 

It is a itreat honor to stand on this platform, with all these learned 
and distinguished university omcials, and speak to you on the subject 
which bas been assigned to me--the value of training for public speak
ing. At the outset of my remarks I desire to commend Mrs. Chauncey M. 
Depew, who has rendered a great public service in establishing a chair 
of public speaking at George Washington University as a memorial in 
our National Capital to her illustrious husband, who was the intimate 
friend and adviser of many Presidents, and who rendered distinguished 
service to the State of New York for 12 years tn the United States 
Senate. 

Chauncey M. Depew was the last of those brflliant orators who took 
up the mantle of eloquence left by Webster, Clay, and Calhoon. The 
Civil War and reconstruction eras produced great orators in Abraham 
Lincoln, Edward Everett, Charles Sumner, and Wendell Phillips, who 
were followed later by such masters of eloquence as Robert Ingersoll, 
William M. Evarts, Henry W. Grady, James G. Blaine, Roscoe Conkling, 
and Henry Ward Beecher. Chauncey Depew and Joseph H. Choate 
belong to this old school of eloquence and, with the exception of William 
Jennings Bryan and William Bourke Cockran, they continued to be 
preeminent among our American orators during the last 50 years. 

It is often stated that if you search tor the secret of eloquence that 
you will find truth to be the strength of all great orators, like Demos
thenes and Cicero, and of all those who have succeeded them among the 
famous orators of medieval and modern times. That being the case, we 
should not hesitate to be guided by the truth or be fearful of admitting 
the truth that to-day the art of oratory in the United States has almost 
disappeared and might at the present time be termed a "lost art." It 
is a sad commentary that in spite of the growth in population in the 
United States and of the splendid educational opportunities afforded to 
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our people that there nrc not n bnl!-doz<>n men throughout Amertca 
wbo ujoy a nntlonul r putntlon for eloquence, and not one of tbem 
rank. nmong the for mo t American orators of the past. Charle EYans 
Hugh !:!, nntor WILLIA 1 E. B UAU, formt>r • nator James A. Rero. of 
Ml . ourl, .roll W. Davl , and Repre entatlve JA. IES 'M. BECK would 
sur ly bl" cou ldN' u a among our most gifted penkcrs, but it is not 
lik ly tbn.t th lr Came wlll be h nded on to th next g ncratlon a great 
or tor~. 

'l'h purpo <' of the hauncey I. Depew chair of oratory will be to 
cl v lop nncl tru.lu the on-coming g nera tlou in the main objective of 
oratory, which 1 th art of p r unsion. I know of no rvice that is 
mor JH clNl for pr<>pnrjng our future lawyer , clergymen, and public 
otnclnlH. ratory may be n lo~t nrt temporarily, but it cnn be revived 
through th stubll hm nt <•i' peC'iul cour ·e of in tt·ucUon such o.s is 
llelug lnuugurntcd to-day nt <;eorgc Wn hlugton Unlver ity. 

A study of the llve of the mo t famous orntors of the pa ·t, uch as 
D mo th ncs, 'lcct·o, Burk , Mlrab au, and Web ·ter, demonstrate that 
th •y e ·c 11 <l in th art of oratory only through evere training and 
preparation. Th re Is no royal rond to orntorlal ·ucce .·, except through 
hnrd work and pr pnredn . ~. Tb gr nt mn~ters of the pa t Wl:'re 
trnin d n tntl'll cluul athlete and only exccll<'d becau~e of their arduous 
<'ll'ort. nnd d tt•rrulnntlon to ucceed. 

Tl1c school or oratory in Athl"u., Rhode , tuld later in Rome, at
trnct<•d pupils from all part of the known world. Cl ero and Ctl! ar 
stucll ll rh torte nt both Atb ns o.nd Rhodes. To-day there are ft•w, if 
nuy, choots for omto1·y in the Unltc.>d • tate and none hnve an lnternn
tlonnt r •tmlotlon. The truining of Amet1can for publlc speaking has 
ln~g <l ll hind our other educnttonal t'ITorts. Troln!n.-. in public . peak
ing h; th gr at wnnt or our dny. Our free in ·titutlons and tbe tmdi· 
tiona nnd i<l nls of our H<'publlc tlf'mnud oratory. 

The four out tnnding omtorlcul triumph in our hi tory wt>re thE' 
sp ch 11 of Pntrlct· II nry nt Richmond, DauiE.'l W<>b ter in hi 
an wet· to Hayn In th United tut • Senate, Wendell Phillips in 
Funeull linn, and Pre. !dent Lincoln at G ttysburg. '.!.'he::.e orutlon. are 
stlll r od and r r ad, o.nd are the be t examples of Amertcun oratory. 
Ilow v r, the Ia l of the e fumou peeche wa delivered over 6:J 
year ngo. 

Mu1dc, patntln '• culpture, lit<'rnture, nnd other fine art 8hould be en
eourll~ed in Amet·lcn, but non~ more than the art of public SPf'Oking. 
'l'he tnblishm~nt of the ('hauncey M. D p w chair of oratory should 
ha,•e the unit d support nnd en ouru~;ement or thf' American people fol.' 
evt"ry renRou or humnntty, rellglon, nnd pntrloti w. 

This chnlr should be u great lnspl: atlon to the student of Ge rge 
Wn blngton University, ns it symbolize the talents and the attainments 
or bu.unc •y M. t)eW, who wlJI nlwny rnnk amon~ the foremo. t 
Amt'rlcnn orntorR, nnd it ls hoped that othet· ln. tltutlon of learning 
wlll eRtnlJllsb hnilur depnrtm<'nts of public .,peaking in order to help 
r vlve lbc almost lost nrt of Am rlcau oratory. 

Sl'm:cu OF CIIARU:S UE. 'RY BUTT.J'.:R 

P•· ldc.>nt 1\lurvln, hall·mnu Lnrner, lndi , nnll t'utl men, Mrs. 
rww ha a ked m to act on her b half, and It t. a 'n·eat honor to 

l'<'[H'CMl'nt h r on this auRplciou occnslon, nnd to o.d\·i.·e Doctor Marvin 
nnd [!•. Lnrner of h •· dP Ire to estnbll!<h und r their able lead rship 
n chool or Publl 'pcukfng In th eorge W:vhin"ton Unh· r it.r a a 
memorlnt In honor or b r lllu trlou hu ·band, who:;e name it I to hear. 

A my good trlend liA~liUON Ftsu will tell )'OU, nll of u. Westch t r 
ountr JWOplc ku •w, Jov d, and will ever r vcre the memory of, 
hnunct•y 1\1. D pl'w, nnd will \·er r~·member that charm of manner 

aU<l J,Jndlln<'s. of uul ut·c that cnd('ared him to, an<l r ally mnde him 
n mf'mlwr or, evcr.v Co.1011y lu thnt county, where his name will ever 
be a bc>Us •hold word ynonymon with integrity, ull'ection, wit, humor, 
nutl Hympatby. 

In fuel, be wns fitly d ·crlbed nt the Wt:'stchest r County dinner 
on hi. ninetieth lJirthdny "11 ou' who hnd ::;preacl Run. hine and hap
pines. for 00 Y<'llr and wllh inexhaUc'tibh• wi.·tlom, wit, and humor 
hotl tl ruonHtrntecl lbnt th r nl cll:dr ot life 11<> in d votion to duty, 
a gou<l 'tory, nud u hearty laugh; and who, n lawyer, state ·man, 
orn to•·, wil, nnd profound thinker wa one or .\.merlca' greutc.·t, and 
Wt'Htcllc tcr ounty'tJ mo t loved nnd distiugul~h d, son." 

.1\I)•,;, J) '1 W, indt• d, hOWt'tl l' nl ~ Dill< when ·h' det rmincd that 
the moHt npproprint memorlnl be ould 110 :il.Jly er ct to the m ruory 
ot ht•t• distlngul:;h <1 hu'l.Jnnd wa one thnt would in n pro.ctlcnl manner 
P<•rr)('tuute his fume as an orator nod furni b oth rs with the means 
for f.'O developing nnd trntning their nblllty n to enable them to follow 
him In thnt tllr ctlon. in which be wa . facll princ p.', the leader. 

It wus ber equnlly brilllnnt thought to f.'t'lect for the cstnbllsbment 
of th m .morlul thi unlv r lty in th Cnpitnl of th Nation where 
Mr. 'Pf'W sp nt so many years of bls public life ns the representative 
or hi. lov d nod nntlv 'tate, and wh re Mr~. D •pew has now tab· 
11. ht•d h r o~ n r shlcncc. 

n<l so, 1t glv m great plea ure, as well n o. gr at sen. e of 
p rsonnl sntl. faction, to rea. ure you, on behalf of Mr . Depew, of her 
d ~in' HIHl lot ~ut to n ·sist you in cv t·y \VIIY po . lb1c within her power, 
to l' tablh;h thl ~chool of publlc apeuking with complete coutluence 

that, under your able leadership of this tnstttutton which has taken 
its proper place as one of the leading universitie of the country, it 
will become one of the important fmtures of it curriculum. It is 
o.l o to be hoped that from George Washington University there will 
emerge many who by rea on of the training and in pirntion of this 
cour e in public spPnking will keep olive in this country tho.t perfect 
and eliective style of foren: ic public speaking tha.t will always be 
n · ociated with the name of him, the foremost orator of bis time, 
and in who,·e honor thi school has been appL·oprin.tely and nllection4 

ately endowed and named-Chauncey Mitchell Depew. 

PERSONNEL OF THE .ARMY, NAVY, AND MARl i'E CORPS 

Mr. SNELL. l\Ir. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
Senate Joint Re~olution No. 7, and a::;k unanimou con ent that 
the tatement accompanyin~ the conference r port be read in 
lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. I there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement are a follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the di ·agreein"' votes of th8 
h o Hou~e · on the amendment of the House to the joint reso4 

lotion ( . J. R . 7) for the appointment of a joint committee 
of tlle 'enate and Ron e of Hepre~l:!ntntives to inv tiante the 
par and allowances of the commi · ioned and enli ted personnel 
of th Army, Navy, :Marine Corp , ioast Guard, oa t and 
Geodetic nrvey, and Public Health Service having met, after 
full and free conference haYe agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their re p cti ve Hou:"e a follow 

That the Hou e recede from its amendment to the title of 
said joint re. olution. 

BERTR..\ND H. ~EI..L, 
Eowo. \Y. Pou, 

Jfanaoers on. the part ot tile Ilo-u~e. 
W. H. 1\Ic~L-\~TER, 
Du 'CAN U. FLETCHr..R, 

Mauagers o-n. the part of the •enate. 

BTA.TEMErT 

The mauuaer · on the part of the Hou ·e at the conference of 
the di a~reeing vote of the two Hou e · on the amendment of 
th Hou!'e to the joint re olution ( S. J. Re .. 7) providing for 
the appointment of a joint committee of the enate and Hou ·e 
of Rcpre entative~ to inve tiga.te the pay and allowances of th 
commi . ioned and enli ted per ·onnel of the Army, .1. "'avy, Marine 
Corp , Coa~t Guard, Coa:t and Geodetic urvey, and Public 
H alth Service ubmit the following written tatement, ex
plaining the effect of the action agreed on at the conference: 

The non. amended the title of the joint re .olution uy in
cludin~ the Lighthou~e rvice among the everal other . ervices 
that wer to be inve tiaated. pou further . tudy of thi · qu -
tion the conference manager a certained that the pay of the 
Lighthou. e Service came under the provi ions of the cla · ifi d 
civil rvice act, and therefore wa not eli~ible to be con
"id red along with the other . rvice enumerated in the title of 
th joint re~olution that did not come within that act. The 
manager. on the part of th Hou~e, therefore, recommend in 
their report that the Hou~e recede from it amendment. 

BERTRAND H. • • "'ELL, 
Eowo. w·. Pou, 

Managers on the part ot the House. 

lr. NELL. Mr. Speaker, the statem nt a read explains 
fully the rea on of the manager on the part of the Hou e for 
receding from the lion e amendment. I do not know of any 
other information to give the Hou.e. but I have agre d to yield 
10 minutes to- the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 'V' A.R
nEN]. 

Mr. 'WARRE.. .... Mr .• peaker, when thi resolution wa under 
con~ideration last we k the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
MIOHENI>:B] who not only always impre e thi · Hou ·e with hi. 
ability but al o with hi fairne s and genero ity, agreed to ac
cept an amendment to tbe title of the act at my suggestion, be
cau e, a he expre ed it, he did not wish to ee an inju. tice 
done in thi matter. 

"'ow, gentlemen of the lion e, the ... tatement of the conferee i 
certainly not convincing and is entirely incon i tent o far a 
the remainder of the re.:olution is concerned. As I under tand 
from the gentleman from New York (1\lr. SNELL], they have 
omitted the Lighthou e Service from the cope of thi re olu
tion on the ground that that service is under civil ervice, which 
is admitted, but at the very same time they have retained in 
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the resolution, I am glaa to say, th.e Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
which has no enlisted personnel whatever. 

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 
Mr. SNELL. I will say we left that in the resolution because 

it was not within the power of the conferees to take it out. In 
my personal judgment, it does not belong there, but the resolu
tion was passed in that way by the House and Senate·, so it was 
not in the power of the conferees to take it out, and that is the 
reason why we left it in. 

Mr. WARREN. Let us see whether the Lighthouse Service 
belong$ in the resolution or not. I will read a paragraph from a 
letter written by the Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Hoover, to the 
Hon. James W. Wadsworth, jr., chairman of the Congressional 
Joint Committee on Pay and Allowances of the Army and Other 
Services, dated September· 7, 1921. Secretary Hoover at that 
time said this : 

The Lighthouse Service was the only branch of the Government liable 
by law to transfer to military duty in time of war which was not 
included in the provisions of the act of May 18, 1920, now under con
sideration by your comJDittee. It is believed that this omission was 
not intentional on the part of Congress but was due to the matter not 
then coming to notice under the circumstances under which this legis
lation was enacted. The result of the omission, however, has been · to 
place the Lighthouse Service at a considerable disadvantage in con
ducting its work and in the cooperation it is required to render under 
the act of August 29, 1916, as compared with other branches of the 
Government having duties of comparable character and having no 
greater responsibilities or technical requirements. The existing legis
lation leaves the personnel of the Lighthouse Service in this relation 
in an anomalous and unsatisfactory position, according to the expressed 
views of both the Navy Department and this department. 

At that time the joint commission held that as the resolution 
had already been enacted it had no authority to investigate this 
matter. 

Now, gentlemen of the House, in bringing them within the scope 
of this resolution the commission is merely given the right to 
say whether their present pay and allowances should be con
sidered or not. I think that a manifest injustice is being done 
to this splendid service when it is singled out as the only one 
of the war agencies to be omitted. 

I know the House considers a conference report as the final 
thing, and I know that in this case the gentleman from New 
York is wrong, but I shall not delay the House in likewise 
adopting that same wrong if it desires to agree to the confer
ence report. 

Mr. Speaker, a pamphlet entitred " The United States Light
house Service," after reciting the work of the Bureau of Light
houses in all other wars, has the following to say of its work 
in the World War: 

The naval appropriation act of August 29, 1916, authorized the 
President, whenever in his judgment a sufficient national emergency 
exists, to transfer to the service and jurisdiction of the Navy Depart
ment or of the War Department such vessels, equipment, stations, and 
personnel of the Lighthouse Service as he might deem to the best 
interests of the country. On April 11, 1917, the President issued an 
Executive order transferring 30 lighthouse tenders to the War De
partment and 15 lighthouse tenders, 4 light vessels, and 21 light sta
tions to the Navy Department, including a total of 1,120 persons em
ployed thereon. 1;'he tenders transferred to the War Department were 
subsequently transferred to the Navy Department. 

These vessels and stations after that time performed various duties 
under these departments, and also continued the maintenance of the 
aids to navigation and other duties necessary for the Lighthouse Serv
ice. On January 31, 1918, another light tender was transferred, mak
ing 1,132 persons. and 50 vessels transferred. In addition to this 
number of persons 152 employees of the service joined the Army or 
Navy, making with those transferred a grand total of 1,284 employees 
who entered the military service, or approximately 22 per cent of the 
normal force of the Lighthouse Service. These persons were all 
awarded victory medals of the Navy Department. In July, 1919, all 
vessels and personnel were retransferred to the Department of 
Commerce. 

The superintendents, assistant superintendents, and chief clerks of 
the various lighthouse districts ( 46 persons) also reported to the 
Navy and Army authorities for service in coordinating the military 
and lighthouse duties of the transferred portions of the Lighthouse 
Service. Officers of the service served on joint committees with repre
sentatives of the military departments for arranging and improving 
the coordination of the work of the Lighthouse Service units. Also 
the officers of the Lighthouse Service throughout the war were in 
direct communication with the various bureaus of the Navy Department 
for this purpose. 

The vessels of the Lighthouse Service did practically all of the work 
on the defensive-entrance nets; they did mine laying; they placed 

floating practice targets, buoys, and marks for military uses; they were 
employed as patrols and much special duty. The light vessels and 
lighthouses acted as lookouts and reporting stations. Diamond Shoal' 
light vessel, off Cape Hatteras, was sunk on August 6, 1918, by a 
German submarine, thus warning and saving many vessels. The larger 
lighthouse tenders were almost continually in the danger zone, and were 
sent to buoy the wrecks of the torpedoed vessels. ·During the raid ot 
1916 by the German submarine V-53 in the vicinity of Nantucket Island 
the crews of three torpedoed vessels were given refuge aboard the Nan
tucket Shoals light vessel. At one time there were 115 shipwrecked 
men on board the lightship, and 19 small boats cared for. By the 
evening of October 8, 1916, these men were all safely transferred to 
vessels of the United States Navy in response to radio messages from the 
lightship. Had it not been for the light vessel, it is probable that 
few of these shipwrecked men would have been saved, as on the next 
two days heavy shifting gales and very rough seas were experienced in 
that locality. 

The naval representatives on an interdepartmental board stated: 
"The service being performed by these tenders in the various naval 
districts is extremely valuable. In some cases they are the main re
liance of the district commandants tor seagoing vessels; in some in
stances the work being performed by these tenders is of a nature for 
which the Navy has no suitable vessels, as, for example, the laying of 
the defensive submarine nets." 

The commandant of a naval district wrote : " The district com
mandant wishes to use this opportunity to express his high appreciation 
of the cordial cooperation of the Lighthouse Service in the solution ot 
many problems arising during the period when they were under NavY, 
control. The Lighthouse Service has responded quickly and efficiently 
to every demand made upon them by the naval district. The services 
of the lighthouse vessels were of immense value in the laying of sui). 
marine-defense nets, and after the armistice, in removing these nets. 
This was a task which would hardly be possible of accomplishment 
without the assistance of the lighthouse vessels." 

In addition to the work done by the tenders, and other units trans· 
!erred, directly under the orders of military officers, the Lighthouse 
Service cooperated in a number of other ways. At the General Light
house Depot, Staten Island, N. Y., facilities were provided for the 
establishment of a naval base, including large dock frontage for berth
ing vessels and a large amount of building space for barracks, storage, 
and offices. Repairs were made at this depot to naval and quartermaster 
vessels, and buoys and other supplies were issued. Repairs were made 
and supplies were furnished at other depots. Numerous buoys and 
other aids were placed, changed, or discontinued to meet special needs, 
and buoys and moorings were purchased for the War and Navy Depart· 
ments. Keepers of important coast lighthouses and masters of light 
vessels were instructed to keep a lookout for submarine and other 
enemy activities, special publications were furnished them, and reports 
were promptly forwarded. There was also cooperation with the Navy 
and Treasury Department In the improvement of coast communication 
facilities by telephone and radio, and a large number of lighthouses, 
light vessels, and tenders were provided with such facilities under 
various appropriations. 

Protective works were built around Navy radio stations and coast
patrol boats were supplied and repaired. The tenders assisted harbor 
fortifications in moving heavy articles. 

At various times light vessels were taken off station and a number 
of primary seacoast lights were extinguished at the request of the Navy 
Department, and all light stations, depots, etc., were closed to visitors 
under special orders from the Department of Commerce. 

Various investigations were made at the request of the Department 
of Justice and the military and naval information services. Officers 
of the Lighthouse Service assisted the Shipping Board in various mat
ters respecting the design and sea trials of various types of vessels. 
Other cooperative duty included the work of the chain section; War 
Industries Board, having to do with the standardization and allocation 
of Iron and steel chain for the different activities of the Government ; 
and the Wage Adjustment Board for the study of wage scales and 
other disputed questions on tugboat and other craft in New York harbor. 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to say just a word in 
answer to the statement made by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. When we had the other joint committee on the pay 
of the Army and Navy in 1922, if I remember correctly, they 
went into this matter very fully and it was decided at that time 
that the Lighthouse Service should not be considered in that 
connection. The reason we have brought up this resolution for 
a study of the pay of the Army and the Navy is that we desire 
to coordinate the various services in the different branches. 
These services all have military rank with the exception, per
haps, of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. It is because we want 
this whole thing straightened out and smoothed out that we 
desire to have this study made. The whole of the Lighthouse 
Service is under the classified civil service, and we certainly 
would be doing an injustice to the rest of the classified civil 
se~vice if we picked this one branch out at this time and made a 
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tudy ot it without r ~arcl to the other branches that are under 

th cln ·l:tled civil rvic . 
Mr. WARREN. But tbe gentleman has included the Coast 

and G o<l ti urvey. 
ir. ELL. I have xplnlned my po ition on that to the 

g ntl man. If I had bud th power to take it out I would have 
don o, lmt 1f that had b en done the conference report would 
have b n subj ct to a point of order. The ~entlcmnn well 
kn w it \VU not within the power of the conferees to take that 
, rvl out of the t·e olution and, ther fore, I 'think the con
t r · acted ju tly. 

1\IJ·. peaker, I move the previous qu tton on the conference 
report. 

Th pr vi us queRtion wn or<lered. 
Th PEA.l .. FJR. The qu tion i" on agreeing to the confer-

cue r port. 
'l'h nf r nee r port wa agreed to. 

PE:RMI ION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

1:1·. ' ON ELL of N w York. Mr. p ker, I a. k unani-
mouH con nt. that imm dint ly follo ing the g ntleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HEENwoon] I may be permitted to addres the 
IIous for 10 minute on the object of th municipal airport at 
N \\ ork 'ity. 

Th p AKER. The g ntl man from New York asks unani
mou con nt following the addre s of the gentleman from In
diana, to add~ th II u for 10 minute . I there objection? 

Th r was no obj tl 

its mouth and was connected by a canal with Lake El'ie. T()
day, with many including the President, advocating a sy tern 
of inland waterways, I can conceive the time, not far di tant, 
when navigation from the great valley to the Lakes wlll again 
be (' tabli hed along thi route of the Wabash, which engineer 
of that former day, believed to be feasible. 

Navigation, however, is not my theme here to-day. The 
emergency now compels us to pre for Federal aid to control 
the extreme floods alona the tributaries of the Mi i ippi. We 
feel that the ·e tribut.a'l'y project mu~t fir t be under tood and 
controlled. Their olution will contribute to the solution of 
the flood problems on the main river. 

Evt>ry river ha its eccentricitie . Floods ari e from various 
contributing cau e . Groaraphic location has much to do with 
over.tlow . The Middle West, a to climatic condition , appears 
to be the battle ground of the elements. Heavy periodic rain
fall occur with udden change of the weather. The torm 
and blizzard from the Northwe t and lake regions are merged 
in the Waba h and Ohio Valley with the warmer current from 
the Atlantic and Gulf ..,ection.. The storms and chan~e of 
weather are often accompanied by now and heavy l'ainfa 11. 
'Ve are ubject, at certain eason , to heayy, udden, and wide-
pread precipitation. In 1913 we had a gigantic flood with Day

ton, Ohio, .as the storm center. Every year we hav • smaller 
ordinary overflow . This year, with increa ed volume, the cen
ter of deYa tation, is m·ound Vincenne . At other times 1t ha 
been at other places in the Middle West. 

Originally Indiana was heavily timbered. There wer la~oons, 
shaded by vegetation, where . urface water remained throughout 
the year. Nature had her own sy tem of impounding and con
erving her rainfall. This water wa relea ed lowly through 
sinuou~ tream . Because of it great fertility thi~ black wamp 
lnnd wa r claimed by dredging and drainage. tream are 
traightened and the water, no lon~r retarded by timber and 

mar l1e , is now mobilized with peed and uncontrollable volume 
in the lower stretches of the main rivel.· . 

Man can learn much from nature. Without claiming any 
p cial knowledge of engineering, nor having any de ire to an

ticipate the urvey now being made, I think the-re i merit in 
the . y. tern of flood control that will impound the water on the 
smaller treams. It would prove expen ive, but bas contribut
ing factors which would compen~ate. Among the e are elec
tricity, water power, public utility in water and irrigation, navi
aation, timber, and recreational resources. u<:h treatment 
would be largely self- u tninina. 

The . trnightening of the larger stream , building r vetments, 
and con tructing a levee y tem will in the pr L nt ememency 
brlna great relief. We are therefore ~pecially anxiou that 
tlleL suneys be completed with all po ible peed. The emer
gency on the tributarie i great. The people in the flood d <lis
trict are deeply discouraged and are looking to the ongr ss for 
olution of the flood problems. 

The F deral Government, throuah the War Department, has 
been , ympathetic and actiYe in the pre. ent <>mergeucy. Fund 
p-rovided in the recent flood control bill have been u <1 for relief 
work. Army airplanes haxe enrcbed for refugee and hnve 
curried food, clothing, medicine, and phy ·ician to tho. e sur
round d by water. There haTe been many heroic truggle to 
ave every life. The Red Cro , that .angel of mercy to lm

manity whe'l'ever di tre i found, has been on the field n<l
minit-ttering to the flood victims. For all this a i tance the 
p ople of flood di trict are deeply grateful. 

In the xpenditure of Goyernment funds I hope that too clo ·e 
a distinction is not drawn between "re cue" and "r·eli f." 
The people dri-ren from their home are not fully re ·cued from 
tarvation and di ea e until the floods recede and they are 

re tored to their homes. There will also be need for the ex
P nditure for funds under the emergency clau e of the rec nt 
act to repair broken levees. Many of the e communiti have 
lo t o heavily that Federal aid will be needed for the e repairs. 

There are many narratives of individual heroi m. bard..ohip, 
and courage connected with the rescue work of thi catnstro
phe. The city of Vincennes, although it elf partly under water, 
ha been the ba e of operation . Being omewhat familinr with 
flood , the citizen. of thi city and surroundin"' communitie 
have made a valiant fi"'ht. In this connection I rea<l an edi
torial from the Indianapolis tar entitled "Indomitable Vin
<: nn ": 

The pioneer spirit of the early frontier settlement has blazed forth 
in the self-reliance of modern Vincennes amid thl· perU nnd distress of 
flood waters. The eyes of the Nation ha-ve been focu ed on the city, 
which was most seriously threatened by the floods that inundated wide 
area in this section of the Mis issippi Valley. Aid would have been 
ext nded gladly to the flood sufferers, or the financial burden, at least, 
would have been shared. 
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The Knox County seat, however,' has taken some pride in its own 

ability to cope with the situation. With the exception of State high· 
way workmen and employees of the steam and electric railways, the 
city hae conducted the flood battle without appealing for State or 
Federal aid. Mayor Joseph W. Kimmell and William H. Hill, chairman 
of the local chapter of the American Red Cross, issued the following 
joint statement: 

" The city of Vincennes is not asking for flood-relief funds or sup
plies. The local chapter of the Red Cross went on record to assume 
full responsibility for the local situation and to raise needed funds 
here in the city. Heroic work saved Vincennes from inundation, and 
we have little distress in the city. The only real distress is in the 
lowlands of the Wabash Valley. Vincennes will not accept a dollar 
for local relief, and outside funds contributed will be expended for the 
relief of farmers and tenants living in the overflowed lands of southern 
Indiana and Illinois." 

This message does not attempt to minimize the peril or the damage, 
as similar reports from other States sometimes have done. It simply 
expresses the determination of the community to cope with the relief 
situation by the same energy and pluck which were successful in the 
struggle with the surging waters of the Wabash. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask if the House will 

not grant the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. GREENWOOD], per
mission to insert these editorials regarding the flood Situation 
in Indiana which permission was denied him a short while ago. 
Nobody realizes or comprehends the suffering of these people 
in Indiana. They have never heretofore received relief or con
sideration and therefore I would ask that unanimous consent 
be given the gentleman to insert the editorials in the RECORD 
without reading them. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. This is the only editorial I am insert
ing. I can finish reading the newspaper articles very shortly. 

The spirit of the people, described in this editorial, is typical 
of the smaller communities of the valley. A few press accounts 
will give you a picture of the distress. The Evansville Journal 
of January 16, 1930, is as follows: 

One hundred and fifty thousand acres under water. 
Living on a small hill 150 people, marooned, living in a schoolhouse. 

The zero weather causing much illness. Frozen surface prevents the 
use of boats to carry refugees from the flooded territory. The Gov
ernment airplane carries the doctor. Provisions and medicine are 
landed upon the island with great difficulty. 

It was at this place that the pilot made a hazardous landing 
upon a small island and the take-off was equally perilous. An 
old lady, well up in the eighties, who had never flown, begged 
.the pilot to convey her from the island, but this could not be 
done. Another dispatch from Evansville, January 22, headed 
"Harrowing Tales of Escape from Waters Told," narrates the 
leaving of homes from the roof. Household furnishings under 
water; grain, implements, and livestock swept away; the in
habitants saved nothing but their lives. 

These newspaper accounts estimate the territory under water 
to be as much as 300,000 acres. The number of people, whose 
homes are surrounded, are known to be in the thousands. 

I also read an account of individual hardship which shows 
that floods are no respector of persons: 

FLOOD ZONE BABY BORN IN CORN CRIB 
VINCENNES, IND., January 19.-The stork flew into the flooded sec

tion near Emison, north of here, and left a baby daughter to Mrs. 
Robert Mullens, it was revealed at Red Cross relief headquarters 
to-night. 

The baby was born in a corn crib, where the mother had taken 
refuge when a levee break submerged her home last week. .A neighbor 
woman was the only attendant. 

Lance Hall, of Oaktown, broke his way through the ice in a motor. 
boat and took food to the woman. 

The flood brings disease in its wake. The local doctors have 
been busy day and night. Here is a portion of another dispatch 
to the Indianapolis Star of January 25: 

FINDS FLOOD PLIGHT EXCEEDS 1913 ; SMALLPOX HITS SECTION 
VINCENNEs, IND., January 25~-Suffering in flood-swept Decker Town

ship is much greater than it was in 1913, Dr. M. L. Curtner, who spent 
last. night at Orrville administering treatment to a score or more per· 
sons, some of whom have pneumonia, said to-night. 

Doctor Curtner, who returned this afternoon, said there were two 
cases of smallpox and that many others had light attacks of influenza 
and colds. • 

RELIEF FOR 37 IN ONE HOME 
Relief for the first time was taken to the home of George Gremore, 

where 37 .persons are marooned. They were in need of provisions and 
clothing. . . . . . . .. 

Several scouting trips were made this afternoon in search of maroone!l 
families who are still unaccounted for. Much attention is being cen
tered at Orrville, located on two small knolls in the heart of the flood 
district. On the Claypool Hill there are 15 homes, and on Black Oak 
Hill there are 3. There is an average of 20 persons to a house, and 
sickness is reported in each of them. 

Doctor Curtner, on his return to-day, recommended that all of the per
sons at Orrville be vaccinated against the spread of smallpox. Dr. E. S. 
Small, who left this morning to make a health survey in the district, 
had not returned early to-night. He drove his automobile as far as 
possible and then set out afoot across the ice. He planned to visit aB 
many homes as possible. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. ARNOLD. Has the gentleman received any estimate or 

does the gentleman know anything about the extent of the loss 
of life in this section of the valley? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that they 
will be unable to check up the loss of life until the waters recede 
and they are able to make an examination of the homes that 
were occupied in these :flooded areas. They only know about 
those they have rescued. 

Mr. HASTING~. Of course, a great many contract disease 
and die from exposure. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I have noticed from press reports that these 
Army airplanes have been going about the flooded area viewing 
these marooned people, and they state that where there was 
formerly evidence of life, recently they can not discern any 
existing life, and it now looks as though there might be very 
serious loss of life. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. That is true; but they can not tell 
whether the people have survived or have been rescued until 
they are able to land their planes and go to their former homes 
and ascertain the exact situation. 

As the gentleman from Oklahoma says, of course, many die 
from disease or from exposure. 

These newspaper accounts give us specific information as to 
the widespread calamity of this record-breaking overflow in my 
·congt·essional district and surrounding territory. Because of 
several ice jams the water has been held to great depths in 
lakes and reservoirs that are still a menace. There are many 
places where the overflow is 20 feet in depth over farm lands. 
The Wabash River is reported to be 10 miles in width in several 
places. Many highways paved by contributions of Federal funds 
are submerged by the high waters. 

The Congress will understand and visualize a valley, rich and 
fertile, dotted with farms under full cultivation, in the very 
heart of the Corn Belt, where fine cattle and hogs are fed for 
market. Dairying and poultry farming are successfully pur· 
sued. Around Decker, in Knox County, Ind., are the farms 
made famous by their cantaloupes. This flooded section of 
diversified farming is well improved and intensely cultivated. 
Floods cause immense damage to highly improved farms of this 
character. 

Standing as a constant menace to this happy valley are the 
ever-recurring floods, which no local community can control. 
The same as upon other tributaries of the great Father of 
Waters, the floods of the Wabash and White Rivers are inter
state in their m~gnitude. The distress, in proportion to the 
territory covered, is just as great, the destruction just as com
plete, the demand for Federal aid just as appealing as upon the 
larger streams. 

There need be no speculation here ~s to the resources to be 
conserved. These lands are fertile and are now producing foo<l, 
clothing, and other necessary commodities for the life of the 
Nation. There may be mountain regions that do not need this 
kind of relief. There are seaboard sections where Federal 
money has been expended upon ports and harbors. We have 
assisted arid parts with needed irrigation. The problem in this 
valley is too much water. It has potential value where it falls, 
but becomes a menace when uncontrolled. To properly control 
these over:tlows is a task too great for a State. We must have 
the aid of the Federal Government. 

We know that :flood control on these tributaries will call for 
the expenditure of perhaps a billion dollars. But when figured 
in the lifetime of our Nation and the conservation of her re
sources, this will not be extravagant. With the conservation 
of these rich natural resources we are preparing for the future 
feeding, clothing, and housing of a nation which will likely have 
a population of from three to four hundred million souls. We 
want a happy, self-sustaining people. We can not, like the 
great empire of China, allow our great resources to be wasted 
by erosion and the· very life and sustaining quality of our lands 
to be carried down into the sea. We will need our farm lands 
to produce food. We will want inland waterways for cheap 
ex.ch!l,ng~ of c~mmodities. These will be needed to serve a 
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Mr. GREENWOOD. Many of the roads bullt by Federal 

contribution have been covered and had to be closed because 
they are impassible. We do not know what the damage will be 
to the highways until the water recedes. Almost all of the 
levees have crevasses. Much damage to levees has been re· 
ported; the aggregate damage is not known. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I yield. 
Mr. WHITTINGTON. Is the Wabash an intrastate river or 

an interstate river? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. It is an interstate river, the boundary 

line between Illinois and Indiana. 
Mr. WIDTTINGTON. Is it u ed for navigation purposes? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Not a great deal; the lower stretch is 

u ed orne. Formerly about 300 miles up to Logansport was 
navigable in high-water time. 

1\Ir. WHITTINGTON. Is there any water power developed 
on it? • 

Mr. GREENWOOD. There are some power plants. 
Mr. WIDTTI.l TGTON. Are there a good many mile of levees 

up there? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I could only give the gentleman an e ti· 

mate. In many counties there are 50 or 60 miles on each side 
of the river. The individual levees run :trom 5 to 6 miles to 12 
or 15 miles in length. 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. And those have been constructeti by 
bond i ue ? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Entirely by contribution of the local 
property owners. 

Mr. HORT of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. GREENWOOD. I yield to the gentleman from Mi ouri. 

1\Ir. HORT of Mis ouri. Mr. Chairman, I have been tra. 
mendously intere ted in the remarks of the gentleman from 
Indiana, not merely because I am a member of the F'lood Control 
Committee of the Hou e but because my di trict is directly af
fected by tlood waters. The inde cribable mi ery, the awful suf
fering, the terrible lo s of property, and the jeopardy to human 
life has been great in Indiana, and can likewise be ..,aid of the 
people of l\Ii souri. 

The t. Francis River has been on a rampage. Farm build
ings have been de troyed, livestock has likewise been de troyed, 
and these people have been forced to move to higher ground; 
and. unle the Government takes some positive action there can 
be no relief. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I yield. 
Mr. ARNOLD. As to the release of these ice gorge , i it 

not a fact that the War Department has said that if it blew 
out the ice gorges or jams and relea ed the water it miaht sweep 
down the river and cau e great destruction to some of the 
lower towns? 

Mr. GREENWOOD. That tatement is correct. The War 
Department says that the ice jams should be allowed to go out 
in the natural way rather than to blow them out. 

Mr. ARNOLD. The ice jams, if they remain a they are, 
cau e the water to back up and tlood the land farther up the 
river, and have cau ed great loss and de truction of property 
on the lowlands. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. That is true. Lands are cover d by 
the ice jams, with a wide expanse of water, that never were 
covered before. 

l\1r. ARNOLD. The War Department inform me that if 
they hould blow out the ice jams the probability i that the 
water would come down with uch a ·we ping force that it 
might cause vast damage to the city of Yincenne:s and other 
town on the river. 

Mr. DUl\lJJAR. Will the g ntleman yield again? 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I yield. 
Mr. DUNBAR. I presume the purpo e of the gentleman's 

address is to call attention to the fact that in Indiana we have 
tloods which devastate and destroy property, which huts down 
indu try and cau es thousands of acres of farm land to be 
inundated, and yet very little attention bas been given to it by 
the Federal Government; and it is your intention that the Fed
eral Government hould take cognizance of the ituation and 
provide some relief, as it has done in the Missi ippi Valley? 

The PEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAcoN). The time of the 
gentleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimou con ent 
to proceed for two minutes in order to answer the que tion of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman's time 
be extended 10 minutes. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to interfere 
And. al o include how many roads are ren· with the gentleman, but I think the time ought to be limited 

because of the legislation scheduled for to-day. 
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Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. S:peaker, I ask for only two minutes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentle

man from Indiana [Mr. DUNBAR], my purpose is to join with 
others in the valley who represent districts upon the tributaries 
to show the Members of the House that the relief is just as 
much needed and that the appeal for relief is just as great as 
any other, and that the task is one that can not be handled by 
local authorities. Also, that in solving the flood-relief problems 
on the tributaries we are thereby contributing to the solution 
of the flood control on the main stem, on the Mississippi, and 
on the larger rivers. 

It is my hope that there will be a bill, constructive legislation, 
come out of the Flood Control Committee of the House of Rep
resentatives, which will carry several of these important tribu
tary projects in one combined bill, and I believe that under that 
constructive policy we will be helping to settle the entire flood
control problem of the Mississippi Valley. [Applause.] 

FLOYD BENNET!' FIELD AIRPORT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. O'CoNNELL] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Speaker, through the 
genius of Clarence Chamberlin, noted trans-Atlantic flyer, there 
is now approaching completion a magnificent airport which will 
be worthy of the city of New York and of the American people. 
This great airport now being built by the city of New York will 
invest air terminals with a dignity and importance equal to that 
of rail way and sea terminals. 

Mr. Chamberlin has not sought the limelight but quietly and 
persistently has gone ahead in the creation of a gateway by air 
to the world's greatest city. He was chosen for the task by 
Mayor James J. Walker who has shown a rare discernment in 
selecting good men for important posts and giving them free 
rein in the execution of their projects. Mayor Walker and 
Borough President Byrne, of Brooklyn, are enthusiastically in 
favor of placing New York in the vanguard of aviation termi
nals in America. 

Mayor Walker commis.sioned Mr. Chamberlin consulting aero
nautical engineer for the greater city of New York and this 
brave, earnest, and talented expert and exponent of aviation 
bas gone ahead to quietly perform a great constructive work 
for aviation in America. 

The great municipal airport will be officially known as Floyd 
Bennett Field in honor of the late Floyd Bennett who gave his 
life on a mission of rescue. It is located at the end of Flatbusb 
A.venue, Brooklyn. It ~s 10 miles distant from the main Brook
lyn Post Office. 

The area of the new municipal airport is 387 acres, approxi
mately the size of Le Bourget and Croydon Fields, each of which 
is approximately 400 acres. Fourteen million cubic yards of 
sand have been dredged in from Jamaica Bay to raise the level 
of the airport to a height of 16 feet above mean low-tide level. 
One and a half million square yards of topsoil suitable for 
sustaining a growth of thick grass has been imposed upon the 
:field. 

The grass has been sown. Two main runways of concrete 
for take-off purposes, each 100 feet in width, have been con
structed. One of these, running from southeast to northwest, 
is 3,110 feet in length, and the other, running from southwest 
to northeast, is 4,000 feet long. 

The dimensions of the :field are 5,700 feet east and west and 
about 4,000 feet north and south. On January 8 last bids were 
opened for a million-dollar contract for eight hangars of steel 
and brick, 120 by 140 feet, and each about 25 feet in height. 
The Greater New York City budget of 1929 carried an appro
priation of $2,500,000 for Barren Island Airport, the unused 
balance of which is utilizable until December 31, 1930. It is 
planned ultimately to extend the area of this airport to 814 
acres. This very location is destined to become the gateway 
to the greater city and the United States bas expended $10,-
000,000 for its development. 

A. feature of the airport will be a seaplane base located in 
Jamaica Bay Channel, comprising a paved bulkhead area 400 
by 800 feet and including 4,800 square feet of hangar space. 
North of the bulkhead area there will be provided a beach 
1,200 feet long, on which planes that do not wish to come up to 
the hangars may be beached and the passengers taken ashore 
or embarked by means of a gangplank. A. concrete ramp 100 
feet wide and approximately 260 feet long will run from the 
16-foot level of the :field to 5 feet below low water, thus assist
ing seaplanes or amphibians in entering and leaving the water. 
At the seaplane base will be a station with waiting room, ticket 
offices, restaurants, and so forth. An aquaplane base on the 
Jamaica Bay side will have a concrete run from water to shQ!e 
pf 4 miles. 

Free of obstructions, almost surrounded by broad waterways 
and easy and safe of approach by air from any direction, this 
great airport, located near a favored resort section, will become 
a great center of public recreation. Floyd Bennett Field will 
be like a great public park near which all may gather to watch 
the planes arriving and departing. 

But even more important is the industrial stimulus this 
magnificent enterprise will give to the city of Brooklyn and the 
greater city. 

New industries, huge factories manufacturing light articles, 
a base for ship-to-laud airplane mail service, a passenger air 
terminal surpassed only by Grand Central Station, a trans
Atlantic liner service direct to the airport through Jamaica 
Bay, a pneumatic mail tube service direct from the airport to 
the Brooklyn post office and serving the entire section with a 
speedy underground mail service, and a boom in realty values 
that will leap to many millions within the next 10 years, are 
among the predictions of Clarence Chamberlin, noted trans-Atlan
tic flyer, Arthur W. Gelston, executive secretary of the Brooklyn 
Real Estate Board, John E. Ruston, president of the Brooklyn 
Chamber of Commerce, and James J. Byrne, president of the 
Borough of Brooklyn. 

Mr. Chamberlin is himself actively engaged in airplane manu
facturing. He is president of the Crescent Aircraft Corporation, 
which is building planes for passenger and air mail service-six 
to eight passenger cabin monoplanes. He is much impressed 
over the boom the airport will give to Flatbush realty values. 

Real estate follows the crowd and the modern airport is becoming 
the gateway to the city which it serves. It may be directly compared 
to a metropolitan railway terminal in its functions and general char
acter. 

Said Mr. Chamberlin. 
We expect that air travelers from all parts of the country will come 

to New York via the new airport. Air mail, too, will undoubtedly be 
received at Floyd Bennett Field, and it is very desirable that it should 
be shot through pneumatic tubes to the Brooklyn post office. Pneumatic 
tubes thus installed would also serve the five post offices and the Flat
bush territory en route to and in the vicinity of the airport. Floyd 
Bennett Field will eventually require hotels, shops, restaurants, and a 
large field personnel. Industries show a disposition to arise in the 
vicinity of great activity, and I firmly believe that in the area adjacent 
to Barren Island will soon spring up many manufacturing industries. 

But, sir, New York City will surely lose a great deal of the 
advantage of its magnificent enterprise for development of avia
tion if air mail entering New York at this great airport must 
be carried through crowded streets to the Brooklyn post office. 
It is inconsistent that our air mail pilots should perform heroic 
feats in an effort to annihilate time and distance only to have 
air mail retarded by antiquated methods of dispatch and deliv
ery at either end of the route. Mr. Chamberlin has recom
mended that the Government install underground pneumatic 
tubes between the Barren Island airport and the post office. 

This young crusader, who is devoting his genius, his energy, 
and his time unstintedly and unselfishly to the development of 
commercial aviation, foresees aviation taking its rank with the 
steamship and railway. He foresees the vast development of 
air-mail service. He sees aviation as a fa.ctor in the commercial 
development of cities. He knows that the great airport will 
mean much to the city of Brooklyn. He believes that the instal
lation of underground pneumatic tubes between the airport and 
the post office will not only mean much to aviation but that the 
service rendered by the tubes to the populous section of Brook
lyn between the airport and the post office will add greatly to 
the wealth of this city. 

I understand that the cost of installation would be defrayed 
in a very few years by the improved business activity in tJ1e 
Flatbush A. venue section of Brooklyn. 

The 58 miles of pneumatic-tube service now employed by the 
New York post office in the expedition of the mails is directly 
connected with the Brooklyn tubes. Therefore underground 
pneumatic-tube service would connect airplanes arriving at 
Barren Island with all parts of New York City. 

The installation of pneumatic mail tubes from the airport to the 
Brooklyn post office would be an even greater service to the densely 
populated district along Flatbush Avenue-

Said Mr. Chamberlin recently in a newspaper interview
than it would be to aviation. And it would be economical. The main
tenance of a big fleet of trucks to carry air mail to the Brooklyn post 
<>ffice would be done away with as well as the doing away with the great 
number of mail trucks in Manhattan whose work is carried on by the 
pneumatic mail tubes. The tubes would greatly encourage business, 
construction, and manufactories by giving a downtown metropolitan 
type of air-mail service to the five post-office stations in this thickly 
popul.§t~d district between the Brooklyn post office and the airport, whicb 
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contain more than on -halt of Brooklyn's 2,300,000 population. It is 
tncon lslent tbnt on the nrrJvnl of a mail plane that the mail should 
b obllg a to remnln upon the field until a truck accumulates n load or 
a part of a lontl. It wlll take a mail truck at least 50 minute to carry 
air mnll from tho airport to the arriving Brooklyn post office and 
arriving air man can b bot at 30 mile an hour or more, without 
tnt •rruptlon, tb.rough the underground tubes leaving the airport at 
tnt rvnls of 7 to 13 seconcl . . 

Brooklyn n eels tbil:i uh·port to keep p ce with aerial development. 

Snld Jume J. Byrne, borough pre ·ident of Brooklyn: 
I am cettnln that Floyd Dennett Field wlll prove a tremendou boost 

to all of N w York and Mnnhattan, nod will attract thou ands of 
people through the l;'latbu h section. 

John E. Ruston, president ot the Brooklyn Chamber of Com
m rc , aid in an interview in a Brooklyn newspnp r : 

Tllero Is no point in tho city of N w York where steamship lines, 
rn.llronu lines, anti motor trnnsportntion highways meet as they will 
at Bnrren Island Airport. Brooklyn expects that in the area immedi
ately surrounding tllil:i tlcld great factories will ariRe to manufacture 
alrplnn nnu for the manufactur of parts for servicing planes. This 
w111 glvc rise to steady employm<'nt nt good wnse to thou and in our 
conunuulty. Tile d •vclopment or Jamaica. Bay ns a part ot the port 
ot New York will focus in one point, railroad, team hip, nnd airplane 
traffi<'. 

At·thur vV. Gel . ton, UtiYC ('Cretary of the Brooklyn Real 
Fl tutc Bonrd, 1 mo: t eutllu instic ov r t11c development Barren 
lslund will 1 nu to Brooklyn und the Iflntbu ·h ction. 

1'bl Is n.u area that bns lain dorrnan for y ar . . 

nid Mr. G 1 ton: 
Turning 1t tuto an airport gives New York and Bt·ooklyn 

airport outlet. Pneumutlc mail tube!! ·uch as Mr. hamberlin advo
cates nr Ideal anO. would mat l"inlly boo t bu lness s ln the Flatbu h 
ar n. Arterle.q lending to other tlt•l<l · are too Indirect and the distance 
too gt· nt. I can see Iar •e manufacturer constructing great plants 
nbout this nt·ea tor the building ot. light article . 

In 1910 th as~ s a valuation of a certnln definite area of land 
including the site of the airport and 11. large area of adjac nt territory 
was $!.105,40 . The vnlu of the land in thl definite nreo. and lm
prov m nts In 1019 was $5,7 0,511. In lfl~8 the value of the land in this 
tclentlcnl nrcn was $1 ,06 ,700, and the value of the land and improvc
m nt wa $2 ,00 ,70 . Thee figures nre from n . . es.ed valuations 
by th city which nrc usually lower than the true value, and cover au
vane In exnctly the am area. Since the lnnd has increased in value 
over four times an c1thc improvements over five times :In the last nlne 
y('nra, it IR reusonulllc to exp ct even more stnrtllng advances in the 
nc. t 11in~. 

nnt·ren lslnnl.l contains a Jnnd-locked harbor. The water 1 always 
quiet, id nl for cnplan and all wnter traffic. Twenty years from now 
Jntnnlca Bny will be ou~ht a a eaport base. Then will come the 
r n llzntlon of a tran. atlantic m rchuntman landing within a stone's 
throw of what wm th n b one of the world's grcnte t airports. And 
It may not t ke 20 years to come tt·ue, !or we already have available 
d • p wat rs In the Barr n l lnnd dlstrlct to carry on such a tic-up. 
Alr ndy, the Bremen Innd. in Brooklyn and it ls but a 20-minute taxi 
rlcle from h<'r dock to Floyd Bennett Field. 

[ pplnu e.] 
QEOnOE W.ASDl EMORIAL P.ABKW.AY 

Mr. MI DE ER. Ir. p al·cr, by direction of the Committee 
on Rul I cull up Ilous R olutlon No. 132, which I send to 
th lerk's de k nnd n. ·k to be rend. 

Th 1 rk r n<.l n follows: 
n olutlon 132 

Resolved, Tbat tmm dlo.tely upon the adoption of tbis ret>olotlon the 
llouse shall resolve itself Into the Committee of the Whole Hou. e on 
tb stat of the Union for the consideration of H. R. 26, a blll for the 
ncqulsltlon, establl 'hmcnt, and development of the George Washington 
M .mot'inl Parkway nlong tbe Potomnc from Mount Vernon and Fort 
;wuHbln~tou to the Great l~all , and to provide for the acquisition of lands 
in the District of olumbin and the State of Maryland and Virginia 
r quiHile to the comprchC'll lvc park, parkway, and playground system of 
the Nntlonnl apllal. '.rhat nfler gt'neral debate, which shall be confined 
to tbc bJll and shall continue not to exec d two bours, to be equally 
di,·ld d and contt·ollcd by tbc cbnlrmnn and ranking minority member 
of tbe Committee on Public Buildings and Ground., tbe bill shall be 
r •n<l for amendment under the 5-mlnute rule. At the conclusion of 
the r ndlng of th bill for umenument tbe committee shall rise and r.e
port the btll to tbe Ilou e with such amendments n.s may bnve been 
adopted, and th previous question shall oo considered ns ordered on 
tbr blll nnd the nmNtdmrots tb rcto to final passage without intervening 
motion ('XC pt one motion to recommit. 

LXXII-171 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, this is an important and far
reaching proposition, and I think we ought to have a quorum 
pr ent for its consideration. I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama 
makes the point of order that there is no quorum pre ent. Evi
dently there is not. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. pcaker, I mo\e a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will dose the 

doors, the Sergeant at Arms will bring in ab ntees, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 
to answer to their names: 

[Roll No. 7] 

Adkins Doxey Kendall, Pa. Schneider 
A ldrlch Doyle Kurtz Sears 

r<>ntz Eaton, Colo. Lambertson 'eiberling 
A well E~tep Lanham Sirovich 
AufderHeide Evans, Mont. Lind ny Smith, Idaho 
Baird Fenn hlc loskey Spearln .. 
B t•k Fitzpatrick McCormack, Ma. s. prou1, ~uns. 
Rlantl Fos McCormick, Ill. tolllls 
lloylun Gava::t,nn Me wain • t:llivan, N. Y. 
Cable llall, uul. Mead ulllvau, l'a. 

ampbell, Iowa Hall, Miss. Murphy Sumner~ 'l'ex. 
•nrl~y Hardy N I.·on, Wis. '.faylor, \."Olo. 
lnt·k. Md. Haugen O'Connor, La. '.fimbcrlake 

Collin lloch O'Connor, N.Y. Tucker 
' ounolly Ilog~ Oliver. Ala. Underwood 

Cooke llopkins Oliver ~ -. Y. Welsh, Pa. 
rnddock Bud peth l'arker White 
rail llugbe Porter Wolfenden 
urry Jgoe Pou \Yood 

Dkkin on Jenkins Pratt, llarcourt J. Woodruff 
lHck tein Johnson_, Ill. Pritchard Woodrum 
Dout:"la, , Ariz. Jon , ~ . C. Quayle Zihlman 
Dougla -~.Mass. l{cmp Ramey, Frank M. 
Doutrich Kendall, Ky. abath 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and thirty-eight Members 
have answered to their names, a quorum. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. pcaker, I move to di.:pen. e with fur-
ther proceeuing · under the call. 

The motion wus agreed to. 
The doors were opened. 
Mr. MICHEr;ER. ·Mr. Speaker, when t11e point of no quorum 

was made the Clerk had ju t finished reading Hom;e R >solution 
132, making in order H. R. 26, commonly known ns the Cramton 
bill, which provides for the acqui ·ition of certain territory adja
cent to the District of Columbia, for park purpo.,e. , for it. de
velopment, and al o for the development and purcha:e of addi
tional lands within the Di. tri ct of Columbia, for park purpose~ . 
This bill bas been thorou~hly explained to tbe Hou ·e. During 
the In t several days exten ive maps and picture ha"\"e been 
exhibited in the corridor , illu ·trative of ju~ t what is contem
plated. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CBAMTO~] on Mon
day la ·t took an hour to explain the bill. I think at thi time 
no particular explanation of the bill is required. The rule is 
the usual rule. The time is to be divided qually between the 
chairman ot the Committee on Puhlic Building. and Ground 
::nd the ranking minority member of that committee. T' ·o 
hours of debate are permitted by the rule. At the expiration of 
general debate, the bill "'111 be con. ider d under the 5-minute 
rule. Does the minority desire any time? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Spenker, I bould like to make a brief 
statement. 

Mr. MICHE .. rnJR. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Alnbnmn. 

Mr. B.Al>..T]{HEAD. Mr. Speaker, I think the vote in the Com
mittee on Rules on the re olution was unanimou.~ for the con
sideration of this bill. It has developed since the re._olution was 
agreed to that the Wnr Department and a very sub tantinl 
group of the .Members of the Hou e of Repre entntives de~ire 
to have it made clear before the bill is passed as to whether r 
not its passage in its pre~ent form would prohibit the de
velopment of water power and navi~ation on the Potomnc 
Riv r in this area involved. I think that is a very important 
propo ition and one which, if -it stays in the bill, I ay frankly 
I do not believe that I could support. That is merely a per-
onnl opinion. I under tand, however, that some negotiations 

have been going forward between the two elements on this 
question, in which it has been tacitly agreed at lea t that an 
amendment safeguardin" that proposition will be adoptE>d. I 
do not know whether I am in error in making that tat ment or 
not, but that information has been conveyed to me. 

Mr. CRAMTOi:r. Mr. !":peaker, would the gentleman yield at 
thnt point? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Ye. I would be very glud to haye the 
gentleman's views at this time. 
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Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, on Monday an amendment 

was suggested to the House having reference to that point by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. DEMPSEY]. It was new 
to me at that time. It was my theory in that bill, as I urged 
on Monday, that questions as to power and navigation develop
ment were not determined by this bill, and would be entirely 
in the hands of Congress in the future. I want, if I may, to 
emphasize the resolution that I put in the RECORD of yester
day, which appears on page 2635, of the National Capital Park 
and Planning Commission, adopted December 15, 1928, which 
says in part after urging immediate acquisition of lands for 
park purposes-

Leaving it open for Congress at any future time to authorize the 
development of the navigation, flood-control, and power potentialities of 
the area should such development become of greater importance and be 
justified in the public interest. 

I put in the RECORD of yesterday a letter from Mr. L. W. Wal- . 
lace, executive secretary of the American Engineering Council, 
which had already asked for an amendment as to this matter. 
I quote from that letter, as follows: 

lion. LOUIS C. CRAMTON, 

AMERICAN ENGINEERING COUNCIL, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1930. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR Mn. CRAMTON: I have read with much interest your address 

of yesterday before the House of Representatives concerning H. R. 26. 
You will perhaps recall that at the luncheon of the American Society 
of Landscape Architects I said the Nation was indebted to you for the 
efl'orts you had made to preserve the natural beauties of Washington 
and its environs. I further stated that American Engineering Council 
was in full sympathy with your bill, but held that flood control, naviga
tion, and hydroelectric development could be realized without in any 
way uestroying the scenic beauties of the Potomac Valley; and also if 
there were any real conflicts we would agree that scenic beauty should 
take priority. Hence there is little, if any, difl'erence 'of opinion between 
you and the council. 

It goes on to speak of the amendment as being very desirable. 
I will say that I have consulted those in whose judgment I 
have great confidence, who advise me that the adoption of the 
suggested amendment would not injure the bill, does not alter 
its effect, and would not declare priority for power and naviga
tion, to which I would be reluctant to agree. But it does make 
it dear it is for Congress to determine in the future. I have 
discussed it with the gentleman from New York [Mr. DEMPSEY], 
and I find our views seem to be entirely in harmony as to what 
will be accomplished. I have also consulted with the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. ELLIO'IT], the chairman of the committee 
which reported the bill, and with the consent of the gentleman 
from Indiana I have assured the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. DEMPSEY] that I am willing to accept the a,mendment he 
proposes. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I am glad to hear the gentleman state 
that. because I think it clarifies the situation and tends to clear 
away any opposition that may have existed in regard to that 
phase of the bill. But Members should realize that hereafter 
this is a proposition that will involve the expenditure of a large 
amount of money. I believe there is a sentiment in the country 
that justifies the making of an immediate appropriation, not 
only for the beautification of the Capital but its environs also. 
That seems to be the sentiment of the country, and if w~ are 
going to acquire this property at all, it is desirable to procure 
it at the earliest possible moment to prevent the necessity of 
paying a great increase of price. On that basis I see no objec
tion to the consideration of the bill by the House. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. RAMSEYER]. 

1\I'r. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, I have asked for these five 
minutes in order to call to the attention of the House a depar
ture of the Committee on Rules from its former practice in 
dividing the time equally among those favoring and those op
posing the bill. · In the rule D;OW pending before us and in 
the rule reported a few days ago the time is controlled by the 
chairman of the committee and the ranking Democratic mem
ber, both of whom are for the bill. The opponents have the 
control of no time. As to the division of time in the pending 
rule, the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. MICHENER] stated the 
rule as being in the usual form, providipg that half of the time 
should be controlled by the chairmr>n of the committee and half 
by the ranking Democratic member of the committee. The rule 
that preceded this one was in the same form. 

My recollection of the form usually adopted during the period 
of my service on the Rules Committee is that it provided for the 
time of general debate, and then provided that the time should 
be equally divided between those favoring and those opposed to 

the bill. When the other bill was up a few days ago all the 
time was in the control of Members who were for the bill. 

I do not know what the situation is to-day, and I do not know 
what it will be on the next rule, as to whether there will be 
time in control of the opposition or not. I am addressing my
self to the principle involved, and this rule in its present form 
is, I think, a violation of the fundamental principles of the 
House, on which the rules of the House are based and which 
provide that the opponents of a bill should have the same chance 
to present their views and control time in opposition to the . 
bill as those favoring the bill. 

It is just as important to give the opponents of legislation full 
opportunity to present their views as to the proponents of legis
lation. It is just as important to kill bad legislation as to enact 
good legislation. If there is anybody opposed to a proposed 
piece of legislation, he should have control of the time in oppo
sition to that legislation. 

Now, in the consideration of bills that are considered under 
the general rules of the House, the rules of the House provide 
that persons opposed to a bill shall have as much time as those 
in favor of the bill. When bills are read in the Committee of 
the Whole for amendment under the 5-minute rule, the Chair 
recognizes a Member in favor for five minutes and then a Member 
in opposition for five minutes. When a bill is up under the sus
pension of the rules, under the rules 40 minutes are allowed, half 
to those in favor and half to those opposed. In a case where the 
previous question is ordered before discussion on the merits of 
the bill, there is 40 minutes' debate; half of the 40 minutes is 
given to those opposed and half to those for. Under the general 
rules of the House, in the case of a House blll the Speaker 
recognizes some one in favor of the bill for an hour, and then 
he must recognize some one opposed to the bill for an hour, and 
that is kept up as long as there is diSC)JSSion, under the general 
rules of the House. 

I am simply calling this to the attention of the Members of 
the House, and I wish to impress upon the Committee on Rules 
the fact that this form of rule is not fair. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker~ will the gentleman yield 
there for a question? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I yield. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I am much impressed with what the gen

tleman from Iowa has said, and as a member of the Committee 
on Rules I would like to see tested out the gentleman's proposi
tion. If the House conforms to his views, the procedure would 
be to vote down the rule. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I do not think I will take that course 
to-day which is suggested by the gentleman from Alabama. I 
am sure that the Committee on Rules, after a reconsideration 
of what I am offering against this form of the rule, may go 
back to the old practice. I do not know why the Rules Com
mittee departed from the old practice, which is in harmony 
with the general rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. · 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman three 
additional minutes. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I do not know what prompted the change 
by the Rules CommitteE>, but it is evidently unfair. I know 
that sometimes Members do get up and state they are opposed 
to a bill in order to get control of time, and I know there is a 
feeling among some of the Members that we have some bush
whackers in the House who ought to be controlled by special 
rules. But the general rules of the House give every Member 
an equal chance. Those opposed to a bill have the same oppor
tunity to present their views and control the time as those in 
favor of a bill. The rights of those opposed to a bill are safe
guarded strategically as to the opening and closing of debate 
the same as those who favor a bill. I sincerely hope the Rules 
Committee will give the few observations I have made very 
serious consideration, because I think if this practice is indulged 
in in reporting subsequent rules it will cause a great deal more 
trouble in this House than the old practice ever did. [Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Do I understand that the Com

mittee on Rules has never seriously considered this question 
with a view of determining which is the better course? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Well, I stated a while ago that during my 
time on the Rules Committee the almost universal practice 
was-and the Rules Committee has always been fair and always 
wanted to give ample tim·e for discussion and wanted to give 
those opposed to a bill the same opportunities as were enjoyed 
by those in favor of a bill-to use the form I have suggested; 
that is, to state the length of time general debate should con
tinue a.nd that the time should be equally divided between those 
for the bill and those opposed to it. 
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M:t·. MOORE of Virginia. I und r ·tand that. but do I further 

und rstnnd that th r c has never been any d lib rate con ider
ntlon by th Rul 'ommitt e a to which i. the better cour e? 

Ml'. RAMHit, Jt)R I do not know ju. t what prompted the 
Rul .' ' mmitt to u: e this n w form. 

Tll 'PllJA Inm.. Th time of the g ntl mnn from Iowa has 
ngnlu pirC'<l. 

.. fr. II lJgNI<JR. Mr. 
Iowa that w appr dut 
lOI'' ltlm ft·om th Rul · ornmitt and mi . him. llowever, 
I am ndvi~ d that the form adopted in the pre ent rule wa the 
form u d in tll Hou for years, but that lut r the practice to 
which the g ntl man from Iowa hn r f rr d wa adopted. 
.Aft r trying- both form it wa thought allvi::able to adopt the 
pr· s('ut form. 

Tow, a u matt r of fact1 the Rult' ommittee do not want 
to Ill' v 'nt th minority from b ing h ard on any propo ition, 
nnd I challenge the g ntl man from Iowa to l'how a ingle in
stan wh r· . the time hn b n unfairly divided under thi , 
form o! rul . ·w f 1 that thi · is the be t procedme. As a 
matter f fnct, uucl r the g n ral rule, of the Hou!'e the minority 
alway bn. mor' tim in g neral debat than the majority ha , 
bt'cnu. th tim 1 qually divid d betwe n th minority and 
th mnjorlty. 

So far ns th Hul Committee 1 concerned, the gentleman 
1'r m Iowa, I think, und r -tands that it i. the policy of the 
pt· s 'nt <·bnlnnnn of the Hul s ommittee that when a rule i 
cull d up h yi lds to the minority uch time as the minority 
mny <1 ~ire, v n to the detriment very often of the majority. 

o I thiuk 11 will find no omvlaint along that line. If there 
iH any qu ~tion a to tb tlivi ·ion of time, the que tion is 
nhvoyR IJrou~ht up on the fi or, and where the chairman of a 
committe contr I. th tim on on ide and the rD.llking mi
nority m miJct· ntrol th time on the other ide, be always 
yl •hlH, nnd alwayR hn yi ld d, to tho oppo ing a bill. 

Mr. RAl\1 'EYER. 'l'he genU man hn b en addre. ing him
lf to th divi ion of time in tb consideration of a rule. Of 

c urs , v rybo<ly understand that the huirman who pre ents 
th rul hu · un hour al hi dlsp nl, and that he always fairly 
divides tb tim on the rule, but I wu addr ing my elf to 
the clivi. i o of time on th bill it , lf. 

Mr. II 'IIENbH. I tlllnk I apprecia.te exactly what the gen
tl mnn is tall·ing about. 

Mr. UAMS~JYEH. I ns not addr · ing my~elf to that. Of 
ours , we are IJ rntin"' right now under the rule of the Hou e, 

and I wa · ·p al iug of the rule that will be in force in the con
si<kr. tion of thi bill. 

ow, nobody know to-day ·b ther the time is going to be 
contr 11 d in opp ition to the bill by somebody hone tly opp<ked 
to tb blll. It bould be in the bands of somebody oppo ed to 
tb bill. 

Wb n we nk of tll minority, or tho ·e oppo ed to a bill, 
~ · do n t nee :;:arily mean the Democratic ide, becau e e'f'ery
body know thn t on m . ·t pice of legi lation there are no party 
lincH. '!'here may b ' ju t n many on the Republican ide op
pos cl to a bill a. th .r nre on the Democmtic side. I am con
t ncllng now for tho · who nre oppo. ed to a blll, whether it be 
on thil'l Hid or on the oth r ..;id . 

:Mr. 11 l.l]) ER. Mr. 'pcal<er, I yield three minutes to the 
·hnlrman of the Hul s Committee [1\lr. NELL]. 

J\.lr. hLL. 11·. 'peak r, a far as the Rul Committee 
it:-;c~ lf is c nc rued, they ·ar nothing one way or the other with 
r ~nrd to tbi pr po14it1on, e cept they want to comply with the 
wl~h('s of th 1\I •mb rs nnd do what ems to promote orderly 
J>ro · dur • in the IIou. . Wh n I first nt on the Rules Com
mitt r>rn ·ticully very rul wn. report d out in the form we 
nrc u. ·ing at th ' r>r •s •nt time. When I fir ·t became chairman 
th r ' ·us · m di. u:sion in th committ e, the nme as· the dis
·u. · ~ion mad by th g •utl mnn from Iowa [l\Ir. RA rsEYER]. It 

nprwnred t m • nt that tim that that way perhaps wa the better 
wny to <.1 >it, ·o that practicnlly all the rules I originally drafted 
mysrlf provld <1 that Ute time hould be controlled, one half by 
tho: . in favor of the bill nucl ne half by those opposed. 
IIowcv r, my xp rl nee in the D u...,e wa this: That prac
tlcnlly v •ry time we report d n rul providing that one-half 
the tim ·houlcl be controll d by tho e in favor of a bi.ll and 
on ,-bull' by tho. oppo!'l u, and th r wns no one on the com
mitt who oppo, d the bill, that om ne on one side or the 
oth 'r would rise and • ay, "I demand the right to control the 
tim ," nnd wh n b obtnin d c nlrol be u ed it entirely a be 
iudi lUually Rnw fit. Every time that que ti n has ari en there 
l1ns b n mor or l<' controver y in the IIou"'e. ometime 
1t has not h en dl •id d at all, and the chairman of the com
mitt <' hns controll c1 tb Urn in r cognition. 

This wn. don imply with the idea of having a little more 
ord rly vro dur and with n de ire to haye the time equ~lly 

divided at all timeN on both sides ot the House nnd on both 
side. of the question. We thought from experience that it 
worked out better to provide in the rule that orne definite per
son hould control the time and that per on on the committee; 
and, o far as I know, there bas neyer bean any que tion raised 
about the time not being fairly divided among those opposing 
and tho e fayorina the le:ti. ·Iation. 

Mr. RA 1 EYER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TELL. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman concedes then that in 

adopting the practice provided for in this rule and the one fol
lowin~, be is going back 5 or 6 or 8 years, or perhap~ longer, 
for h1s precedent; and al o concede that for four years prior 
to this time the uni'f'er al practice of the Rules Committee, for 
which the gentleman i entitled to credit, was to report a rule 
dividing the time equally between those for the bill and those 
oppo ing the bill. 

Tow, the gentleman speaks of difficulties under the rules 
providing for equal division of time between tho e for and 
again t the bill. I do not recall any such difficultie becau e 
when there is any question who shoulu control the time in 
opposition, the peaker determined who was entitled to control. 

Mr. NELL. I recall several cases of tbnt kind nnd I will 
point them out to the gentleman if he will permit. 

Mr. RA.:\ISEYER (continuing). And, of cour..,e, if the House 
is in committee, the Chair has to determine who shall control 
the time. Naturally, he recognizes the chairman of the com
mittee in charge of the bill to control the time in upport of 
the bill and some member of the minority on the committee 
who is oppo. ed to control the time in opposition. If there is 
nobody among the minority on the committee opposed, the Chair 
recogniz omebody el e. 

Mr. NELL. Has the gentleman ever heard n in"'le com
plaint about the division of time from any man who could not 
get time who wns for or against a bill? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. I bad a very sad experience along that 
line five or six years ago when a matter in which I was ·very 
much intere ·ted was under consideration, where I wa promised 
time--

1\Ir. S~ffiLL. That is just what has cau ed the trouble in 
the past. The g ntlemen who were promi etl time could not 
get it. 

Mr. RAli EYER. ~o; the gentleman in charge of all the 
time yielded as much to the oppo_ition a to the proponent of 
the bill, but he so arran"'ed the speaker that d bate wa clo ed . 
with t'our or five peakers all for the bill, which, of cour e was 
very unfair, and which would not happen in case somebo~ly in 
opposition controlled the time. 

1\Ir. TELL. That has nothing to do with th:s ...,ituation 
becau e we were then opera:ting under the old procedure. ' 

Mr. RAl\1 EYEH.. To; we were then operating under the 
general rule. of the Hou. e, and not under a rule. 

Mr. NELL. Ob, that wa not under a rule. 
Mr. LINTHICU I. " 1ill the gentleman yield for a que::;tion? 
Mr. SNELL. Ye . . 
Mr. LINTHICUM. I remember that ju. t a ·hort time ago 

we had up the Haitian re~olution and u · the rankin" Demo
cratic member of the Committee on ~"oreign Affair: I claimed 
the time, but I found out that the n1Ie aid the time should be 
divided between tho e in fayor and those oppo ed, and th~ 
gentleman from Alabama being oppo ed to the resolution, got 
the time. Has the gentleman changed the . y tern ~ince then? 

Mr. NELL. That wa one re. olution that wa. submitted a 
short time ago and the argument that took place on the tloor 
at that time was one reason why we chan"'ed the procedure. 

1\Ir. LINTHICUM. There bad been everal occasion. before 
that when I wanted the time, but the time wn. given to f'Ome 
one who was oppo. ed to the bill. 

Mr. SNELL. We have only tried this out in the la.' t thr e 
or four resolution . Let it work a little while until we can find 
out about it. We do not care anything about it except to pro
vide for more orderly consideration of le..,islation in the Hou 'C. 

Mr. LINTIDCUM. To-morrow we have n matter coming up 
to which I am very strongly opposed, and I pt·esume I hall be 
able to get very little time, becau e the majority of thol'e in 
favor of the bill will probably control the time on both id ~. 

Mr. SNELL. As a matter of fact, I will guarantee that the 
gentleman get his fair share of the time under that rule. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. That will be quite atLfactory provided 
my friends also get sufficient time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SNELL. \Ve have provided for four hours of general 
debate and one-half of that time is to go to tho opposing the 
propo ed legislation. 

Mr. MICHENER If there i any question about tbi.~ rule, 
I think we can as ure the Hou e that the time will be equally 
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divided between those favoring and those opposing the bill, if 1 I am not going to take up any more time in describing the 
that is desired. provisions of the bill, because the gentleman from Michigan 

If there is no further debate, Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- [Mr. CRAMTON] spoke for an hour the other day and told you 
vious question. about what it would cost and what it was intended to do. 

The previous question was ordered. Mr. YATES. How much will it cost? 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- Mr. ELLIOTT. Twenty-three million dollars, $16,000,000 of 

tion. which will be furnished by the District of Columbia. The 
The resolution was agreed to. National Government will furnish the money and it will be 
The SPEAKER. Under the resolution the House resolves paid back by the District $1,000,000 a year, without interest. 

itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Union. Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee ·of Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman inform the committee 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration how much we appropriate for buildings in the District of Co
of the bill (H. R. 26) for the acquisition, establishment, and de- lumbia? 
velopment of the George Washington Memorial Parkway along Mr. ELLIOTT. For building itself, $190,000,000. 
the Potomac from Mount Vernon and Fort Washington to the Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman know how many parks 
Great Falls, and to provide for the acquisition of lands. in the and park spaces there are in the District of Columbia? 
District of Columbia and the States of Maryland and Virginia Mr. ELLIOTT. I can not tell offhand. 
requisite to the comprehensive park, parkway, and playground Mr. PERKINS. I read in a book the other day that, includ-
system of the National Capital, with Mr. KETCHAM in the chair. ing triangles, circles, and parks, there were 600. I also read 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. that there were 600,000 trees in the city. 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that Mr. ELLIOTT. I would say for the btmefit of the gentleman 

the reading of the bill be dispensed with. from New Jersey [Mr. PERKINS] that it is absolutely necessary 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the to carry out this provision in order to complete the park pro-

gentleman from Indiana? gram of the District. 
There was no objection. Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 10 minutes. Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. 
Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the committee, we Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman spoke of the Mount Vernon-

have been working in the Public Buildings and Grounds Com- George Washington Memorial Boulevard. Four and a half mil
mittee of the House of Representatives for some four or five lion dollars was appropriated for that in a bill about two years 
years on legislation that was designed to rebuild the Govern- ago, was it not? 
ment buildings in Washington, as well as a large number of Mr. ELLIOTT. I think the gentleman is correct. 
much-needed buildings throughout the country-to do away Mr. TREADWAY. And the contract for that has been or is 
with a lot of old buildings and eyesores in the National Capital about to be let? · 
and put in their places new buildings that are not only needed Mr. ELLIOTT. I think they are at work on it now. 
to carry on the Government business but sadly needed to Mr. TREADWAY. Then may I ask why this bill takes away 
beautify your Capital and my Capital. from the Secretary of Agriculture control of the maintenance 

We have progressed in this line until we have, perhaps, of that road after it is completed and puts it into the hands of 
adopted the greatest building program that this or any other the National Park and Planning Commission? 
nation ever adopted at any time during the history of the world. Mr. ELLIOTT. So far as that is concerned, all of this park 

The parks of this city-and every city, for that matter-are will be under a park system when it is done, and I think the 
the lungs of the city. Were it not for Rock Creek Park and the Department of Agriculture probably wanted to surrender juris
Mall and other beautiful parks about the National Capital, it diction of it to the Capital Park and Planning Commission. 
would be a poor place, indeed, for the people to live. But we Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
have established magnificent parks which are the wonder of the Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. 
world. They are appreciated not only by the inhabitants of the Mr. CRAMTON. This proposes that the highway should be 
National Capital and by people of our country but by the administered the same as the park areas adjacent to and in 
people of the world who have come here from time to time. the District, and it is my understanding that it is with some 

This bill that we have now before us in my estimation is one embarrassment that the Bureau of Public Roads looks forward 
of the most important bills that we have ever had before Con- to the task of maintaining the highway after its completion. 
gress. Up at the north end of the tract we have what is My understanding is that they prefer not to have that task. 
known as Great Falls, one of the most scenic falls there is in Mr. TREADWAY. Are we assured of that situation? In 
the country. Thirty miles below it we have Mount Vernon, the other words, my thought is this: Without making any refer
home of our first President, which we might properly term the ence to it in the bill itself, you are assuming that you are 
"American cradle of liberty." going to turn over the Washington Memorial Boulevard to the 

When the great George Washington Memorial H_ighway is Park and Planning Commission, whereas under the act of 1928, 
built from the end of Arlington Memorial Bridge to Mount it is specifically provided that the maintenance as well as the 
Vernon it will be the most magnificent highway in the world. construction of that boulevard shall be in the hands of the 
It is necessary that this strip of land between the District of Secretary of Agriculture. 
Columbia and Mount Vernon, along this highway, between the The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has con-
highway and the river, be parked and kept in the condition sumed 10 minutes. 
that it should be along this magnificent boulevard which is to Mr. ELLIOTT. I yield myself two minutes more. 
be built in honor of the greatest man this country ever Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
produced. Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. 

Another thing, this bill provides for parking the banks on Mr. McDUFFIE. The gentleman will recall that in the 
both sides of the beautiful Potomac River from Mount Vernon Seventieth Congress we passed a resolution, I think presented 
to Great Falls; it will enable the Government to take control by the. gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON], providing 
of the river banks on both sides and keep off from these places that nothing should be done in the way of issuing permits, 
a lot of undesirable things that might from time to time be in- that no action should be taken in that regard, until the Con
jected upon us under the guise of commercial activities. gress had had an opportunity to settle the question of the 

It has not been more than a year since I beard in this Cham- development of this river and its basin for park purposes, and 
ber an argument over a proposition of whether or not we for possible commercial uses. It provided further that nothing 
would allow an abattoir or slaughterhouse to be built on the should be done until after a consideration by the Congress of 
Virginia side of the river, which would have been a most unde- the report of the park commission and the report of the Fed
sirable addition to the great Capital of the Unit~d States. It eral Power Commission. The gentleman will also recall that 
is for the purpose of getting rid of such things as that as well the Corps of Engineers is to-day engaged in making a study, 
as for preserving the parks for posterity and the scenic beauty not only of this stream but of all the streams of the country, 
of this great river and this Great Falls that this bill is urged. probably some 200, with a view to determining the possible 

This bill will cost some money, but there are other things in development for three or four purposes, to wit: Navigation, 
this world that are more valuable to the people than dollars and flood control, development of hydroelectric power, and so forth; 
cents. One of them will be the effect upon the people of this and the sum of $180,000 has been allotted for the study of this 
country when they come to visit Washington and see that the stream. That report has not reached the Congress, but prob
American Congress bas not only provided a magnificent Capital ably will reach the Congress by next July. Why should the 
for this great country but that we have seen to it that this great House rush to pass this bill without having the benefit of the 
river and all its scenic and historical places along its banks are study made by the Federal Power Commiss.ion and the Corps 
taken care of. · · 9f Engineers of the Wa,~ Department? 
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Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Cl1alrmun, I do not und rstand that it 

t · the intention of thi ' bill to di~tUI·b navigation rights or 
pow t' right in thi · river, ancl I do not understand that w 
ould pa.· anything h l'C to-day that would bind any future 
OU"''l' : from lumdling that as it aw fit. However, I under
tnnd that nn nm nument wlll be offered here that is ~atisfac-

tory, nncl whl h, If ndopt d, will ttle that que tion. 
Tll 'HAUt fA •. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 

hns a nin expired. 
Mr. ALMON. Mr. hairman, I yield ftv minutes to the gen

tl •man from Alabama [Mr. 1\!cDUFI<'IE]. 
Mr. Me UFFIEJ. Mr. 'bnirman and gentlemen of the com

mitt e, I do not wish to a um · the attitude of oppo ing any 
m u ·ur d ign d for the beautification of thi 'apitnl City 
and 1t nYiro.um mt. Unque~tionably it hould be the mo t 
b autlful plnce in tbe world. 'Ve arc agr ed on that. I ri -e to 
submit at 1 a t n few observation and to mnke the sugg tion 
tbnt the Oongr ·s hould not at thi time act upon this que -
tlon in the light of it form r po ition, which wa, a very wi 
on , thnl is to ·uy, not to take any tep for park purpo e or 
any otb ,r purpo ·e inyolv d in the Vall ' Y of the Potomac River 
or it:-; ba in until a complete study i' made und ubmitted to 
the Congr ss by th b -t and probably mo ·t di intere ted ex
perts of our Gov rnment. That study ha not been completed. 
W have appropriated money to mnke that study. and I can 
not. wl1y we ·hould rush in here six months ahead of the 
tim when a r !port of it will be pres ntcd, and pa~s this bill be. 
fore bn.vin" the bcrwlit of xpert information a~ to what might 
be nc • 't'nry for th complete developm •nt of the valley for all 
pur · • 

Mr. CRA ITON. 1\lr. Chairmun, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr·. Mo t'I1 I! Ul Y s. 
Mr. CHA:MTON. I dir i the attention of the gentleman to 

the fact that n . olution 07, whi !.h I introduced, doe not in any 
wny attempt to tie the hands of Congre. . It attemptl to and 
clo<'s ti th hand · of the Power ommission. It provide that 
th Pow r 'ommi. .·ion can not i ·ue a permit for the rea on 
Uw t • uch action by the Power C mnili·. ion would have tied up 
the whol situnthm; but a to park devclopm nt, under autl1or
lty of '<mgr ... , ther is notbiu~ in Resolution 07 to tie the 
hnnus of the ougr s · or to promis • d lay. 

Mr. r Fli'IE. But a it not in the mind of the o-entle-
mnn and of th 'ongr !i not to take any t ps at all until a 
comp1 t . tudy .wn. · made? 

Mr. •n. ... 1'1' N. Entirely the oppo ite was the intention, 
and the r . olution I . p ak of d es not even direct reports to be 
mnd . It provid<>. for the con. ideration of such reports a may 

macle, but th iut ntion was t not permit power develop
m nt that would have made any other action impo ible. 

lr. Me UFFIE. The g ntlemnn i more familiar with this 
pr .· •nt bill than I am. I think the gentleman ouaht to give the 
II nH • the a. ·urance if he ca.n that under the language of the 
bill we ar now c n~id ring th rc i not given any priority to 
parkw. y d v lopment over other u to which this great river 
mi~ht be put in th •enr to orne. JlPPO we invest millions 
of <lollnr hf'r , a quiring title to land , and develop a parkway 
nlong tbi str run on IJoth .id . The time mi"ht come when 
u c:b work and xp ncliture · may be found u eless for broader 

nml more xt nded d vclopment both ns n park and for other 
JIUl'))O 

\V ar n lt acting for to-day or even to-morrow on questions 
of this kind. The g •ntlemnn know: that the question of navi
~ntlon i. of prime importance to the American people, becau~ e 
lt. ~o much ncr ts the quC">Rtion of tran. portation, which i the 
lif • blo d of th Nation. 'l'he "cntl mnn also under tand that 
as y t w llttv mer Iy scratched the surface when it come, to 
tb d v lopment und u. of eleetrlc power in thi country. This 
talk about a monopoly of power on this stream doe not frighten 
m . I am not int r ~ tC'd in that ju t now. That question will be 
tuk n care of at th proJ)t'r time. We are m rely at the begin
nln of the dev lopment. of the multiplied u e of electricity in 
U1is country. Suppo<.· 20 or 25 year from now it becomes neces
tmry to build on t11i • ·tt· am by the Government or private 
apltul n power plant in connection with navigation, connecting 

with th improvement of the Mis ·issippl from its head water to 
th Gulf with a 9-foot channel, we may need to acquire lands 
1ncid nt to. uch d velopment if de mcd uece. ary. Of cour e, a 
futur ugr . may annul what tbi Congres doe . But we 
Hhoul<l not tak a step in the dark and without a complete sur
v y. E ·perU! say we may not only have the scenic features and 
·c: nl c fl' cts with lak , and o forth, but we can have, together 
with 01 •. e f alur . , a \'a .. t scbem of important development on 
this f;tr 1\m for c mmercinl pu rpo, es. 

'l'hc IIAlUMAN. ~'he time of tb g ntleman from Alabama 
]HI. ' . ·pir d. 

Mr. 11 DTJFFIE. Mr. Chairman, may I have thr e minutes 
more? 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman three 
additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama is recog
nized for three additional minute . 

Mr. McDUFFIE. I hope you gentlemen will read in the 
RECORD the di senting opinion of a former hief Engineer, 
G neral Jadwin, who says the development of the !::Y tem in the 
Potomac Valley will ave the people about $48,000,000 annually. 
I do not mean we will build a canal connecting the Potomac 
with the Ohio ba~in next week or next month, but with the 
improvement and development of our harbors, neeesl-3itated by 
our increasing commerce, I believe it behoove· us to approve 
every sound project for water navigation and protect e\'ery 
possible development which may becom an important route of 
transportation. Judging by freio-ht rates between the Ohio 
Valley and thi city, it is e~timated that we could ave on oal 
alone many millions a year by a canal up the Potomac. That 
may be a comparatively mall item; but it is not a matter to 
be simply brushed a ide or wiped away to-day becau~e of our 
enthu.·iasm over any project to make Wa -hington the mo t 
beautiful city in the World. I say, let us have a park y tern, 
but let us not refu e to consider things of importance in future 
development which may be so essential to the comfort and on
venience of the people. Th refore, if you plant your money 
and as much of it as may be nece · ary in these lands along 
the water cour es, In 10 or 15 year· or le in the future, a it 
may become nece ary and impori.ant from the standpoint of 
our national welfare and development. it may menu in the end 
that you will have wasted the funds of the public Tren.:ury. 

This may be a popular procedure, but I . ay you should not 
take ·uch a tep a ibis ha tily or hurriedly, and I fail to . ee 
good rea~on for putting thi mea ure through in a hurry. I do 
not think there i any sound rea on why we ·hould pas thi. 
bill now. Let us wait until we get a full and complete study 
of thi wonderful stream. Why pend money to urvcy it and 
before the urvey is completed ru h through a measure which 
may interfere with a future program, decided upon by :moth r 
Congre s after studying the reports we have asked for on this 
subject. 

I would not permit a power company, or even the Go,·ern
ment, to de troy the scenic beauty of the Potomac. I believe 
we can have navigation, power development, and a mo t b au
tiful park. This is what I desire; but let u get all the infor
mation from every angle and then decide what is best. I think 
thic; opinion of General Jadwin is ound. 

General Jadwin did not concur in the aboYe action and vj ws 
of the commis ion. and submits his view~ a follows : 

1. The National Capital Park and Planning Commission is organized 
by act of Congre s as a planning commi ion as well as a park com
mission. The broad o111.cial representation and the varied technical 
!lnd busines representation nrc intended to a ure broad, well-rounded 
planning and consideration of the interest of the District, its tax
payers, and of the Federal Government. There is enough data avail
able to now consider the development at Great Falls as a whole. We 
should give due weight to every element which affects the ~st interests 
of national planning as well as the specific matter bearing on parks. 
These other elements are the development of power, navigation, flood 
control, and other allied economic interests. The parks should fit into 
the scheme of the Nation and not the Nation into the scheme :t'or parks. 
Large areas of ground sh<>uld not now be bought and funds spent in 
developing them as a park, if they nrc to be flooded lat€'r to develop 
power and navigation on the river. 

2. The potential value of a national development of the power po. si
bllities of the river is tangible and too great to be ignored in the deter
mination of the present policy for the development of. this reach of the 
Potomac. 

The potential power of the Potomac was held by the Federal PowE-r 
Commission in its review of the Tyler project to be " a national as 't 
of incalculable value." Hydroelectric power is dependable. Since tlle 
water power is not subject to di~turbn.nce because of shortage of coal, 
labor, and transportation, as Is steam power in times of. stres , there 
would be assured the continuous functioning of activities essential to 
the normal operation of the National Capital when tho~ commodities 
are at a premium. 

Abundant power and cheap power will tend to create new market~. 
new wealth, and new taxes. Interconnections with <>ther large power 
systems will be mutually advantageous in extending and interchanging 
the advnntnges of cheaper power in large quantitl€' , not only to the 
IU'eu adjacent to the Potomac but al. o to th middle Atlantic Rection. 
That one of the leading utility companie of the coun'try wLhe nutbor
ity to develop the project is prs cticnl vidence that a market is in sight. 

If the power plants at Great Fulls are built by private compnni~s, the 
annual taxes thereon, estimated to be over 850,000, at 6 per cent rep
sent a capltnl value of over 14,000,000. 
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The District engineer, Maj. Brehon B. Somervell, estimates the cost 

of power produced by such a hydroplant at approximately a million 
dollars per annum cheaper than equivalent steam-produced power. 
These savings capitalized at 6 per cent represent a capital value of 
$15,000,000. 

Not only will there be a capital saving by the cheaper generation of 
power, but there will result a saving of fuel coal. Annually there 
should be consumed 500,000 tons. The ultimate depletion of the ground 
reserves of coal will be deferred by ·the noncombustion of this large 
annual decrement. The resulting undepleted reserves of coal have a 
present appreciable value and a future value probably so large that it is 
difficult to estimate. 

3. The potentialities for navigation on the Potomac are great. 
The intracoastal waterway is assm·ed from Massachusetts to Florida. 

Soon insistent demands may be expected that its benefits be extended 
up the Potomac to Cumberland. 

The canalization of the Ohio River assures 9-foot navigation fro,m the 
coal fields of Pennsylvania and West Virginia on the Monongahela down 
the Ohio and Mississippi to New Orleans and a connection with world 
sea trade. Improvement of Mississippi tributaries is under way. A oon
nection between the Potomac and the Monongahela will naturally fol
low, thus joining the vast Mississippi system to the intracoastal water
way lJy a waterway of adequate capacity along the route selected by the 
first President of the Republic. 

The dams built for the development of power will then likewise be 
useful for navigation and will save some $14,000,000 which would 
otherwise have to be spent for construction costs for that purpose. 

The district engineer repo1·ts that conferences with the chief examiner 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission indicate a prospective annual 
saving of $3,000,000 on a completed 12-foot project between Washington 
and Cumberland. This is based on present traffic and without allowance 

. for the normal great future increase or that which can logically be ex
pected to follow the construction of the connection with the Mississippi 
River system. The larger traffic which may be expected in the future 
will increase these savings. Better navigation and cheaper water rates 
would result with a series of high dams and deep pools than with low 
dams and narrow channels. Therefore the $14,000,000 saving in the con
struction cost is not a full measure of the dual employment of the dams. 

4. Other incidental advantages accme from the placing of dams across 
the river. The reservoirs which all'ord the power development would 
reduce the cost of operating the purification system of the Washington 
water supply. The item for chemicals in the Budget for 1930 is $70,000, 
and this will increase yearly. The district engineer estimates that due 
to the aid of the reservoirs created by the river dams, the bill for 
chemicals would be reduced three-quarters. This average annual amount 
represents a capital value of about $1,000,000. 

Tl.J.e protection of certain low areas in and around Washington would 
cost in the neighborhood of $175,000. The local works for this purpose 
would not be entirely satisfactory and would interfere to some extent 
with the street and park system. So it does not appear feasible to pro
tect all the threatened property by local works. If the flood damages 
were 5 per cent of the assessed valuation for a maximum possible flood, 
the protection aft'orded would be $6,000,000. Studies indicate that the 
average annual flood damage below Great Falls over a long period of 
years will be about $60,000. ·capitalizing this amount at 6 pe1· cent, the 
value of flood protection may be taken as at least $1,000,000. 

Two toll bridges which are contemplated if the power project is not 
constmcted would in tl.J.e power project be provided on the top of the 
dams and thereby save about $3,000,000. 

5. A summation of the various potential values which would inure 
to the financial benefit of the people by rational development of Pot<r 
mac River resources would be approximately $48,000,000 : 
(a) Savings on production of hydropower instead of steam 

power, capitalized on a 6 per cent basis at_ ______ _ $15,000.000 
3,000,000 

14,000,000 

(b) Saving by elimination of 2 brldges----------------
(c) Savings in the form of income from taxes at the rate 

of 2 per cent, capitalized at--------------------
(d) Savings which the power structures would produce if 

navigation should be extended up the Potomac 
River, amounting tO---------------------------- 14, 000, 000 

(e) Savings on preliminary treatment of the Washin~ton 
water supply and estimated value of flood protectwn_ 2, 000, 000 

Total--------------------------------------- 48;6oo,ooo 
With the present population, about $10,000,000 of the total savings 

would fall to the specific benefit of the resitlents and the government of 
the District of Columbia and $38,000,000 to the adjacent States and 
to the country at large. 

The value due to the conservation of the coal should, when more 
definitely determined, be added to the above $48,000,000. The same is 
true of the increased net freight savings which will come from the 
navigation improvement and the growth of commerce. 

6. Should the development be by the Government, the benefits from 
taxes on the pt·ivate enterprise should, if the plant be properly managed 
and regulated, be replaced by a similar reduction in the total cost of 
generating the current. 

7. This $48,000,000 is equivalent at 6 per cent to about $2,880,000 
per year. 'l'bis is too large an amount to be sacrificed without the 

most careful consideration. Let us see whether it is justified as an 
expenditure for parks in the District in addition to the amounts already 
spent and those otherwise in contemplation for park purposes. 

8. It is important that Washington, the Capital of the Nation, 
should have an excellent system of parks. The existing park area and 
that planned by the commission for the National Capital region-that 
is, Washington and its environs-total some 21,532 acres. To this 
figure should be added about 7,500 acres for the smaller and local parks 
in the region outside the Distl"ict of Columbia. This makes a total of 
29..Q.32 acres, or about 45 square miles, roughly equal to three-fourths 
of the total land area of the District of Columbia and about 10 per cent 
of the 288,000 acres aft'ected in the District and its environs. Iu addi
tion, the city has a relatively large mileage of wide streets lined with 
beautiful shade trees. This park system of the District is being care
fully studied bY the Planning Commission and is being continuously 
added to as found justified. It is a park system of which any city or 
any nation might be proud. The valley of the Potomac should be in
cluded in the system. Now, shall its park resources be utilized? Shall 
a park of the low-level type be developed at the sacrifice .of over 
$48,000,000 plus the cost of low-lying land and its develop-

. ment? Or can a plan be devised that will save this sum to the tax
payer without sacrificing park values? To assist in determining this, 
a special joint committee was appointed by the executive officer of the 
Planning Commission and the district engineer of the War Depart
ment. The plan known as scheme " C " proposed in the report of this 
special joint committe c,ontemplates a high-level park development of 
an area equal to that in the low-level park, with two lakes substituted 
for the lowest most ragged part of the flood plain. These parks con
tain more recreational features than the parks without these lakes. 
The major scenic feature of. the gorge, the Black Pond area and Diffi
cult Run, are common to both developments. The remainder of the .. 
low-level park is a park around four small lakes separated by rapids, 
while the remainder of the high level is based on two large lakes 
separated by rapids. 

With the latter plan, the spectacle at Great Falls and in the gorge 
below them will be maintained in comparable but modified form. The 
regulation to be secured from the upper storage reservoirs would assure 
an amount of water to pass over the rocks of the falls sufficient to 
produce scenic effects comparable with tho~ which would exist with 
flows in the river in its present condition. At the time of flood flow, 
less flow will pass over the falls. In dry periods more water would 
pass over the falls due to the regularization of the flow from storage. 

The low-level park is costly to improve as a park, costly to maintain 
on account of the floods that would ravage it from time to time, and 
would probably afford less real recreation and enjoyment to the public 
than would the delightful boating waters and wooded shores incident to 
the high-level park. 

9. Consideration must be given to the general interests of the District 
and the country as well as to parks for the District. It is not sound 
to ignore the financial situation of the Federal Government and that 
of the District of Columbia where expenditures are double and where 
funds raised through local taxation have trebled during the last 10 
years, nor to disregard the rights and interests of Maryland, Virginia, 
West Virginia, Pennsylvania, and other States in the power resources 
of the Potomac River, and the navigation possibilities of the Potomac 
as a feeder to the intracoastal waterway and as a connection from that 
system to the Mississippi Valley system. 

10. To summarize, comprehensive planning for the National Capital 
demands that all major elements of the situation be considered. The 
decision lies between a park prodigal of the latent resources of the 
Potomac and an equally good park conserving these resources. Com
bined park and power development is feasible, and the waste of more 
than $48,000,000 of potential values for dcbat~ble minor scenic consid
eration is neither necessary, desirable, nor sound. 

Very respectfully, 
For the commission : 

EDGAR .JADWIN, 

Major General, Chief of Engineers, Chairman. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. DEMPSEY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog
nized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with great 
interest to the argument advanced by my very warm friend 
from Alabama [Mr. McDUFFIE]. 

Briefly stated what he says is this: That we provided a 
year or more ago for a survey of the Potomac River; that 
that survey is not as yet complete; and that we should wait 
until we have the survey before we pass this bill. Now, if that 
were so I would agree with my friend from Alabama. He and 
I very often agree. It is very rarely we are apart, and I be
lieve that we will be together when I answer his argument. 

This bill is for the acquisition of lands. As the gentleman 
from Alaba::1a says, the report will not come in until July. Is 
there anybody in this Chamber who for one moment believes 
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tbat these lands, stretching from across the river here up to 
4 mil above Great Falls, will be acquired before July? Is 
th r the ligbtc. t b li f on the part of anyone familiar with 
sucll proce ding thnt we will have half the lands or one-third 
th lands bcfor that time? Why, of cour e, we will not have, 
and, of cour c, all the information will be avallable long before 
U1c lunds nrc acquired; long before you can plan what you 
will do, b cau~e you can not plan what you are going to do 
until you know what laud you have. On that I call attention 
to t ll • 1anh'1Htg or the blll, in which it i provided that we 

hnll not n . uir any land that are unduly xpen ive; that 
w , hnll nly acquir land which can be acquired at a r ason
abl rate, anrl o you an nev r tell until all the lands are 
a quir d which are 11 e .. ary for th project how you can plan 
or what you can lan, and long before that i done you will 
hnv all oF thiH information to which the gentleman refers. 

To bo~ that tlli · i logical and rea onabl) I call your atten
tion to the fnct that when I pre nt, n. I will pre ent later, 
an am ndm ut to thi bill pr vidin<Y that the e very intere ts to 
whi<'h th Aentl man dv rt , unvigation, flood contt·ol, drain
age irri 11 tion, and p wc1·, sbull all of them be protected
wll 'n I pr , nt that am ndmeut, as I hall pre ent it, I will 
pr . t-Ilt it n t as the am ndment of an individual Memb r of 

ongr ~ , lmt I will pre~ent it a the amendment sugge ted and 
fnvor d by Uw two r taries constituting th Power Commi -
sion now in tb city. and a· an amendm('nt which will cure all 
of th vil , which th ~entlemun imagine might re ult from 
pa: lng thl bill now. I will pre ent it under tbe .,ignature and 
ind r . m •nt of th two retarie .. , the only two who are in 
th clt ·, the r tnry of War and the ecretary of Agricul
tur , n in <'V ry way protecting all of the :n-eat and vital 
Jnt r t.,, 

'l'h n we com to th nly other objection which you by any 
po . . ibllity mi ht s and that i the objection that the title to 
th land. a quir d mi"ht not b . ab olute; that there i a pos i
bllity t11at som of the lunds might revert to their present own-
1\. I uy that i~ impossible for two r asons. First, those who 

acquire th UU and tlwse who give the title are both put upon 
not i by my am ndmcnt that this land is to be u~ed not alone 
for parkway purp but i: to b u d n well for all of the e 
oth r purpo. , for pow<'r, f r navigation, for drainage, and 
f r Irrigation, v ry on(' f them. uch an amendment will be 
adopt d. and it giv<' full and fair and complete notice, both to 
tho. who part with th ir title nnd to the official who act for 
tb nit .d tnt In n quiring it, that that land is to be used, 
may b u , d, and may subjected to every one of tho e uses. 

1\Ir. RAM'l' . If the g ntleman will yield, my ·sug"e tion 
i , a. th g ntl man hn ju. t stated, not that it is to be used 
but 1t mny be u d. 

Mr. EMP EJY. That it may be objected to a~l of those 
tl ~('.' . 

Mr. may dete1·mine. 
1\lr. ,Flr.U,), EY. Ye . 
Mr. '\VII.. • . Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
1\lt'. DE 1' .. EY. s. 
Mr. WII.~. N. I w uld like to a k th ~entleman relative to 

thi ' nm<'n<lm nt. Thi. bill provid c rtain control of the 
Great J3 allR gorg for c n ic purpo e~. and provides that no 
appt·oprintlon und r thi blll or no use of land made under this 
bill hall interf rc with navigation. uppo e there should come 
n onlli<·t in tb u e of th P tomuc Uiver for navigation and 
for · · ni Imrno at the pine ? 

Mr. D~1MP~E . Then it \vould come back to the Congre s 
of th Unit d tate to solve that conflict and determine 
whnt should bE' don , and no one contending for a particular 
u conlcl nt nd in rtuson or in fairne that there had not 
b . n uhun<lant un<l full notlce that every one of the~ u. es might 
be hrou"bt into ploy. 

o u an claim that any priority in use which might exist 
at nny time would <:onf r any legal or moral right in fairnes 
c r in ju tice--un<l they would all tand on an equal plane
for the Congr s of the United tate to det rmine at any time 
what the int re t of the National Capital and what this won
d l'fnl lndu, trial area to the we t of u demanded as time bas 
d v lop <1 th condition which hall then exist. 

Mr. WIL N. In the gentleman's judgment we would be 
a (·ure again, t any pr f renee for cenic purpo es, or use in 
that "ny, over that of navigation? 

tr. ~JMP EY. Navigation would stand on an equal ba is 
with th oth r u. . , and only on an equal ba i.,, and it would 
be a qu ' tion for the ongr s to determine in the lt&bt of con
dit ions a th y xi. t when the matter is re umed before 

ngr , ~ s. 

Mr. 'VIL N. Thl!' bill authorizes tll<' acqui ition of a cer-
tain portion of t11 h' ap ake & Ohio anal. Suppose thi 
Pn1·k ommis. ion were to ay that it is dedicated to purposes 

which would conflict with the use of it for navigation? Then 
where is the control going to be? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The control would be as provided for in 
this amendment. But, as I understand, the Che apeake & Ohio 
Canal will not be the course which navigation will take under 
the modern evolution of engineering thought upon that subject. 

Let me say this one thing more : In my judgment, the At
torney General of the United States would have no right under 
this bill to take any title except an absolute, indefeasible title 
in fee ; in other words, there is no rever::;ion in case there hould 
be a u e for any one or all of the purpof;es to which my amend
m nt refers. 

Mr. WILSON. I am glad to have that suggestion. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I call the gentleman' attention to the fact 

that the bill specifically provides that the title mu t be a title 
sati factory to the Attorney General of the United State · as 
ve. ting such a title in the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
ha, e:~."})ired. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from 
New York three more minutes. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield. 
Mr. TRE DWAY. I understand the gentleman's argument is 

that there will be the ~ arne opportunity to u e the land, and 
adjacent lands, for purpo es other than for the parkway system, 
provided his amendment is adopted ; am I correct in that in
ference? 

Mr. DEMP EY. Yes; that is correct. 
Mr. TREADWAY. May I a k the ·gentleman where his 

amendment will be offered? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. It will be offered on page 2, after the worcl 

"canal." in line 19. 
Mr. TREADWAY. In sub ection (a)? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Let me ask the gentleman his legal con

struction of this language. You are authorizing an appropria
tion of $7,000,000 for acquiring and developing, in accordance 
with this act, such lands in the States of Maryland and Vir
ginia as are nece ary and de irable for the park and parkway 
sy tern of the Tational Capital in the environs of Wa bington, 
what other authority can one get under that language than to 
take this land or purcba e thi land for park and parkway 
sy tern? It seems to me if the gentleman's amendment is to 
be adopted we must cut out that language. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No; I do not think so, and I will tell the 
gentl man why. A. primary rule of con truction is that an act 
shall not be con trued in or by the language of a particular 
clau. e or section but that the act ball be con tructed as a 
whole. This land is acquired for parkway purpo es. That is 
the clause which the gentleman read. But we follow that by 
saying that we confer no authority to acquire it except subject 
to this provi o which is to be inserted, that the acquisition 
hall not debar or limit or abridge its u e for any of these other 

purpo e . 
If we stopped at the end of what the gentleman read, the con

~ truction which be suggests would be inevitable and nece ary, 
but we do not stop there. We add to the section, and at the end 
of it that the acquisition shall be subject to this proviso and to 
th e other uses. 

Mr. ~IcDUFFIE. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. DEMPSEY. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. In the light of the fact tbat there is orne 

difference of opinion on the floor here a to the very question 
the gentleman is discu sing, would it not be better to clear that 
question by proper language before we pa._s thi bill? 

Tlle CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York ha · again expired. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman two 
more minutes. 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from 
New York five minutes. 

:Mr. McDUFFIE. 'Vill the gentleman give me his attention 
for a moment? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I will. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. A.t the eud of the gentleman's amendment, 

which I think improves the bill wonderfu1ly, and while I am 
not in entire accord with him even after the gentleman's very 
illuminating argument, and that may- be my fault, what is the 
harm and why would it not make the bill perfectly clear with 
respect to what we are going to do \\ith these lands after we 
acquire them, if we provide further that in acquiring the title 
to any lands under the terms of this bill the title o acquired 
. hall be unconditional and in fee imple? In other words, we 
could then use the lal!ds for any purpose, even sell them in the 
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future. Suppose a man sells to the Government for park pur
poses, regardless of the gentleman's amendment, and the land 
is acquired for park purposes, the gentleman takes the posi
tion that such can not or will not be done under the language 
of his amendment, but there seems to be some question about 
that. The gentleman from Massachusetts has just suggested, 
under the :first section of the bill, we might acquire the land 
for park purposes and then determine to use it for navigation. 
The vendor comes in and says, " Oh, no ; I did not sell the Gov
ernment this land for navigation purposes or for the devel
opment of hydroelectric power." And even though the Govern
ment itself wanted to build its own power plant or develop a 
canal, which might be entirely possible or might be necessary, 
along this valley, then Congress would likely have to buy the 
land again. Will we not get into more trouble in acquiring title 
for park purposes, which I think could be done under this bill 
despite the gentleman's amendment; would not thi~ language I 
suggest absolutely make clear or eliminate any question as to 
the purposes for which the title is given? Should we not have a 
fee simple, absolute, and unconditional title, with the possi
bility of no reverter, as the gentleman himself has suggested? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I would say, in answer to the gentleman, I 
think it is absolutely clear under the bill, with the amendment, 
that we would have no right to purchase any lands, to take a 
dollar from the National Treasury for any lands, except for an 
indefeasible fee simple title. Now, whether the officials who 
have this in charge would feel at liberty to accept donations 
with a reverter on certain conditions is not so clear, although I 
do not think that they would have the right to do that; but I do 
think, for the reason I have stated, there should not be any 
possibility of accepting the donations with any strings to them, 
because it may be that a single, isolated tract, small in area, 
of trifling value, may through the development of this park and 
parkway system, and through its becoming an absolutely in
separable and necessary part of the parkway system, become of 
great value. In this event it would be impossible, of course, 
for us to part with the title, or allow the title to revert, even at 
many times its value at the time we acquired it. 

l\Ir. McDUFFIE. If the gentleman will permit, the whole 
tenor of this bill is based upon park development exclusively, 
even in its provisions as to the dealing of the Federal Govern
ment with the adjoining States of Maryland and Virginia. 
There is no question about that. It is a park bill. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. That is the whole tenor and purport of it, 

and then I say it is very important--
Mr. DEMPSEY. But the whole tenor of the bill is changed 

by the amendment. '.rhe amendment just as squarely, just as 
unequivocally, just as plainly, just as much without mistake 
states that these lands shall not be acquired, ·and no one shall 
have the right to acquire them except subject to their future 
possible uses for any of the purposes of navigation, power, 
drainage, irrigation, or flood control. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I want to ask this question in 

regard to the amendment we are putting in : Whether it does 
not give priority to any of the proposals? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. No. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. In other words, the gentleman 

from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] said that it would give priority 
to the parks. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The gentleman from Michigan did not, so 
far as I •1eard, say so. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. He said so to-day. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I did not hear him. 
Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. My understanding was that it gave 

priority to nothing. Is that correct? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. As I understand, it is absolutely correct. 

We are acquiring this land at the moment for park and parkway 
purposes, but with the express reservation of the right at any 
time we desire to do so--to-morrow, or next day, or next week
to use it for any other of the enumerated purposes, or for all of 
them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. ALMON. I yield the gentleman :five minutes more, in 
order to answer some questions. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. I think it rather important that we should 

have a meeting of our minds, if possible, to get the proper 
conception of the gentleman's amendment. As suggested by 
my colleague, the apparent tenor and the general purpose of 
the bill is .to set up these parks. The gentleman's amendment 

merely seeks to limit the general purposes of the bill. Under 
the gentleman's amendment undoubtedly the Park Planning 
Commission, with tbe cooperation of Virginia and Maryland, 
would have •the right to go ahead and complete their parking 
system to the extent of acquiring the land adjacent to the 
Potomac to Great Falls for park purposes. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Not under this &ill. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Why not? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I will answer that. Let us skeletonize this 

bill. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, do not disarticulate it to that extent. 

[Laughter.] Will the gentleman answer the question in a few 
words? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I will answer it, but I will have to anato
mize the bill. The bill provides that $7,000,000 shall be appro
priated out of the Treasury of the United States for the acquisi
tion of lands for park and parkway purposes. Then it says, 
Subdivision A, that we shall be allowed to acquire lands in the 
Potomac Valley. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. For parkway purposes? 
Mr. DEMPSEY. No; they say Subdivision A, that they shall 

be allowed to acquire land in the Potomac Valley and a portion 
of this canal. Right at that point, \.Yhere we give the authority 
to acquire these lands-that is in Subdivision A of the bill
we say as to these lands, and that is all that we are talking 
about-these lands in the Potomac Valley-as to these lands 
you shall acquire them for these purposes, but subject to the 
further purpose, to the further burden and fu:rther use of navi
gation, power, flood control, drainage, and irrigation. 

Now, that is all there is to that provision. The amendment is 
just as long, occupies just as much space in words, and will be 
just as pertinent, will have the same force as the authority in 
the act to acquire the land. 

The right to acquire the land is on condition to its being 
subject to the other uses to which it may be put by Congress 
whenever the Congress sees that it is advantageous. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes; but the gentleman gets away from 
my query. I asked the gentleman if he does not agree that 
the purpose is to authorize the Planning Commission to acquire 
these lands for park purposes, and without the gentleman's pro
posed amendment there would be absolutely no doubt about 
that. Unless your amendment steps in and interferes, this 
authority is plenary for acquiring the land between Great Falls 
and this part of the valley. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is true. 
Mr. BANKHEAD, Now, then, you are giving priority-
Mr. DEMPSEY. No. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. You are giving priority to other purposes 

over the parking. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Point them out. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Oh, I hope the gentleman will let me 

finish. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 

York has again expired. 
Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, I yield :five more minutes to the 

gentleman from New York. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Then the gentleman steps in with his 

amendment, and, in effect, says that we recognize that under the 
t~rms of the bill the ·Park and Planning Commission has a right 
to acquire these lands, but if in the future Congress desires to 
exercise the right to give a permit for power development, or to 
extend navigation, then you will have to come back to Congress 
and put the burden on the proponents of the character of devel
opment to get special legislation. Is not that true? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is absolutely true. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. So that under the terms of this bill, un

questionably the right of priority is absolutely vested in the 
Park and Planning Commission 'to acquire these lands for park 
purposes, and they will continue to have that right until the 
burden is met . from some other source to set it aside. Is not 
that the correct theory? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. That is absolutely correct; but it does not 
lead to the point · where the gentleman thinks it does. There 
is no demand at the oresent moment for the use of this stream 
for navigation beyond Great Falls, or beyond Washington, and 
I regard that as far and away the most important of these 
excepted uses and rights. We can not step in and develop 
navigation when the time is not ripe for it. There has not even 
been a survey, but, of course, the question of its development 
for that purpose has been in the public mind since the founda
tion of this Republic. That development is certain to come, al
though it is not here yet; but, on the other hand, tbe time has. 
arrived and is here now when we want to use these lands for 
park purposes, when we want to beautify the National Capital, 
and we say, and what the bill says here, is that we will acquire 
these lands. 
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W wnnt to U!':e them for pnrk purpose to-day, and we will 

b gin t mak this pre~ent u e of th m, but if to-morrow or next 
w k or n t month w ne d tbem or find tb m advantageou 
for ( ny of the" other purpo:es, what. v r they may b , we re
aervc the nl>,~olut , unconditional, free ri~ht to develop tbem for 
nuy r all r th :e other purpo. e . . 

tt·. THA'r HER. Will the g ntlemnn yi ld? 
fr. DEMP. FJY. Ye . . 
Ir. TIIA'r III~JR. The provt~o may <·over that feature, but 

if 1nugnn~ were written into the bill by way of am ~ndment to 
th etr ·t that nil land. a •quir d un<let· the provi. ion. of tlti 
n •t , hnll be h ld by the Unit d , t· te. · in a b. olute, incl fen ible, 
f - ·imp1e title, would n t that ttlc the whole qu . tion, and 
mnkc tho.. lands available for any purpose to which the Gov-

rnm nt would want to ubject them hereafter? 
tr. DE rr .IDY. f courl'e, I am not the author f the bill, 

nn(l I huv r<'~nrded the nmL•ndment th. t I bnve .·ugge ·ted ns 
nmpl and . ufiicl nt protection. ler<~onnlly I • ay that I have 
no obje tion to the langua~ . U"~ st l h: the gentleman from 
Alabnmn (Mr. McDUFFIE], but I nm for this bill whole-heartedly, 
enthnHin ticnlly. b cau: I b~licve 1t i ::oing to bring a mar-
01ou~. n ~ plcmdid d v lopment to this Tntionnl Cnpitnl. I am 

prlmnrlly nnd, in th~ tlr:t in.'tanc<', for the hill. I think that 
th provi. ·o su~"' st d by mc-nnd not only think personally, but 
I think it i. tlt sen~" of the two • ccrctaries of Agriculture and 
Wnt· thnt the provi. o SU""'e~t d 1 ample and sufficient to pro
t ct n1l tlH'~ oth r right:. 

rr. L ZIIDR. tr. bah·mnn, ·ill the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. Dl~ lPSE •. Yc:. 
Ur. LOZU~R. It ~ em· to me that from n legal standpoint 

we may have travel c1 fnr nfl ld. The Government can acquire 
title to land only in oue of tro wnys-by condemnation or 
tr nty ot· by tmrcha. c. It 1 • fundamental that where laud is 
concl<•mn d for n . p cific purpol': it can not be . ubjected to an 
ad<litiounl ~ervitUfle without tb con ent of the pnrty from 
wltom lt i ~ tnk •n, but that rule do s not prevail wh re au inde
fcul"lhle title baR be Jl tnken by the GoYcrnment, although it 
mny bave b n pur •lul · d by the Government with th inten
tion to \1.' it for n c rtnin ,'pecifk purpo,· . If the title bn · 
b 'Nt nt'qnjr cl, the Gov rnment can then•nfter ubjcct that lanu 
to nny u · it ::;c '· tit to do :o by the ..,ongr ' . I:-- not tb t true? 
If th GoYernrn •nt take' n c1 ed conveying indefea ible title, 
thl n th Gov rnmcnt may :ubject that land to any legal public 
u.· . it wnnts to by net of on~rc. ; but it could not do that if 
it has ucqulr cl title by c ndcmnution, b cau .. e when title is 
u •qulr d by onclcmnution for a ' P ·Hlc purpo. the Govern
ill nt cun not ::-ubj ·t thnt lnnu to an additional en. cmt:?nt or 
l:lcrvltud without the con~cnt of the per. on from whom it bas 
b 'll acquired. 

It·. M OH.E of Virginia. !r. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yi ld? 

1\Ir. DE~lP~llJ . Y . 
Mr. MOORE of Virctnin. For the purpo~e of U"g~ting 

thi. : 'UP1)11. c this bill ::;bonld be nact <1 into law and that th n 
tbcr .·hould be condemnation of 1~ nd for the purpo~e of 
lll'rying out the pur110:-: of th bill in th tate o! daryland 

or in the tnt of Vlrginin, that condemnation proc eding would 
b for tll purpo _ of n~:quiriug land und r thi particular 
statute. 

Mr. :ffil\tP 'EY. And for all the purpo~es m utioned in the 
Rtutut~. 

Mr. M RE of Vlrginln. And ubject to all of the limitations 
ntnin d in th tntut . 
Mr. DFJl\IP E '. I thank the gentleman from Virginia for 

his ugg '· tion. Thut i. what I wanted to say in an ·wer to tbe 
g ntlcman from IL ouri. L t me uy in c nclu. ion that per
" nally if th IH'OP neut of th bill have no objection I certainly 
l1av n bj ·tion to t11 Inn ua"e 'Uggc~teu by the g ntleman 
from Alabnmn, which simply says that the title shall be un
<'ondttionnl, ind fettslble, Jn f e simple. I see no objection to 
1hnt. 

Mr. \VILLIAM E. II LI.J. Mr. huirman, will tbe gentleman 
yield? 

1\lr. T>El\IP E '. eH. 
Mr. WILLIA 1 .ID. II LL. Will he nclvi e the proponent of 

th hill to put It in, o that we may have harmony? 
1\lt·. DEMP EY. I • hall talk with the gentlemun about tbat. 

In oncluding allow me to say what I have aid repeatedly, that 
1hi.~ bill i, n v ry imp rtant bill, and n long tep in advance for 
thi~ National apitnl and al o for the Nation. I am very 
enrn sUy, v ry hon ·tiy, very entbu.JaHticnlly for thi bill, and 
I tru:-;t nn<l b li ve we lmv r n •bed n substantial ngr ement, 
nnd hop thut we will not get into nny teclmical details which 
wlll in any ' ay or t any extent j opnr<lize the .-uccc of 
th blll. I tllank you for being so pati nt. [Applause.] 

Mr. ALMON. Mr. Chairman, I yi ld fiye minutes to the gen
tleman from Virginia [Mr. MooRE]. 

The CHAIRl!A1~. The gentleman from Virginia is reco~ized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. MO RE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
the bill before u calls for n little more practical con iderntion 
tban 1t ha had already. Elaborating what bns been said 
already by the gentleman from ~ew York [Mr. DEMPSEY], I 
would like to uggest that if the report of the Power Comrnls
. ion i to be filed in July, that will be very much in advance of 
the po · ·ibility of the Gov rnment acquiring any lands in Vir
ginia or in Maryland, and for thi · reason: Fir t, the National 
Park and Planning Commi. ·ion hn · got to determine-and it 
has not y t determined-what particular land it will s ek to 
obtain. That will require con. iderable time. Then, in addition, 
not an inch of the land can be acquired at the sole expeuse of 
the Fed ral Government. It will b nece ·sary for the tate of 
Virginia, or the subdivi~ions thereof, and the State of Maryland, 
or ubdivi ion thereof, to make arrangement which will iu. ure 
the payment in the future to the Itederal Government of one
half the pur ·base pric . 

N w you can imacine that, with the Ie"islature of a -·tate 
meeting biennially and the legi lature of one of the States in 
qu tion now being in es:ion and running to nn adjournment 
early in March next, it will he a good long time before the 
proj ct will probably materialize, either o far a' Virginia is 
concerned or ~o far a Maryland i concerned. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. M ORE of Virginia. Ye . 
Mr. TREADWAY. I want to a:-;k the gentleman thi qu ~

tlon : Doe not the ge-ntl man think that the contract betw en 
the F deral Government and the tates ·hould be . o limited as 
not to include any ~ubdivi:ion of the 'tate~? With . ubdivi ion 
included in the contm "t, the Government would have to d al 
with Arlington ounty nero~ · the river. My objection to the 
bill would be withdrawn if tbnt provision a:~ to subdivi ions of 
the State were excluded, if we were deuling only with the 

tnt of Virginia and Maryland and not with ubdivisions 
thereof. 

Mr. MOORE of Yire:lnia. The committee thou~ht it wa_ well 
to give th Planning ommi ion the right to contra<:t either 
with the 'tate~ or with subdivi ' ions of the tate ·. but I can 
a .. ure the gentleman, peakin"' of Virginia, that there i. very 
little likelihood that the two Virginia counti . which are in
volved will :upply the funds r quired. The rounty of Arlht"ton 
nnd the county of Fairfax are, I think, without re. ourccs at 
thi · tinL on which they con draw to upply the funds. and the 
dealin~ mu ·t be with the tate of Vii·ginia rather than with 
tho. e two countie.c:;. 

Mr. r.rREAD,VAY. That statement leads me to believe that 
that phra ology ought to be omitted from the bill. The Gov
rnment ou"'ht not to be dealing with po~~ibly an irre~ponsible 

party. 
1\tr. OORE of Virginia. The bill guarantees again4 dealing 

'\\ith an irre pon ible party. The idea i · one to afford oppor
tunity to ecure cooperation a well with the couutie. a "'ith 
the tntes. 

Thi i distinctly a conservation project. The Potomac Hi \·er 
from ·washington to Potomac Falls i a b autifnl river, ami its 
b auty i now in proce of being impaired, because there i. · no 
governmental a"'ency to prevent it. You can reach the impr . -
ive pali acle in le,s than 15 minutes from the npitol, and 

they extend along up to the Great Fall'. If there i. to be in
d finite delay in providing .the mean of their protection, no 
one can predict bow far the procef:s of <le. truction will go nnd 
to what extent the beauty of the river ~bore will be obliterated. 

Mr. M DUFFIE. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

1\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. el'tainly. 
1\Ir. McD FFIE. Doe the gentleman think we . hould un~s 

this bill before getting the report that we have ordere<l on this 
bill? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I think . o. The gentleman :aid 
that the report would be out in July. Little if anything can be 
done to carry out th purpose of this bill prior to July. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. In that en " I <lo not ee the neeu of ucb 
haste. 

The HAIRMA1'. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
ba expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. May I haYe a little more time, say, 
five minutes? 

Mr. ALMON. 1\Ir. Cl1nirman, how much time have I re-
maining? 

Tile CHAIRMAN. Twenty-seyen minutes. 
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Mr. ALMON. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia five 

minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia is recog

niz:M for five minutes more. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. One important thing is this: To 

speed up the consideration and solution of the question as to 
whether there is to be navigation and water-power development. 
That question has been lingering along for generations, as was 
stated here on Monday, running away back to the time of Gen
eral Washington. There was talk then about the construction 
of a canal in the gorge, and it was constructed, but not to the 
extent hoped for by Washington. Prior to the Civil War the 
lands at the Great Falls were taken over by a manufacturing 
company with the idea of using the water directly for power in 
the operation of factories. 

Later on still the land was taken over by the Washington 
nailway & Electric Co., or rather by a subsidiary of that cor
poration, and for years and years the talk has gone on about 
the development of the water power. In 1921, I think, the 
Tyler report came in, which proposed that the Government at 
an expense of something like $40,000,000 should embark in that 
development and distribute the electric current in the District 
of Columbia and elsewhere ; but nothing has been done. 

I would like to see this legislation passed if for no other 
reason than to bring a show-down, as quickly as possible, as to 
whether there can be the development about which we have 
been hearing so much and for so many years. If a plan is 
brought in and proves acceptable there will not be, in my judg
ment, any serious conflict between the execution of the plan 
and the acquisition and use of land for a parkway; and for this 
simple reason, that the water power and navigation activities 
will be below the hills, for the most part below the table-land 
which would be acquired by the Government and converted into 
a parkway. Engineers of great ability, Colonel Tyler one of 
them, have said, as I understand, that the two things can be 
coincident, both carried along without serious difficulty ; that 
the lakes provided in connection with the development of the 
water power, will not interfere with the cataract at the Great 
Falls, and at the same time to a very large extent there can be 
preserved the other beauties of nature which have been so 
much talked about by many gentlemen who have discussed this 
matter. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. You have not anything like this in 

Alabama, I will say to my friend. 
1\Ir. BANKHEAD. The gentleman has not been to Muscle 

Shoals. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. The gentleman has not seen the great 

Wilson Dam, and I want him to see it some time. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes; I shall hope to do so. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. Is it the gentleman's position that the 

language of this bill as it is now before the House permits this 
dual development to go on which the gentleman has just de
scribed so well; that is, navigation, power, beautiful lake, and 
a parkway? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I think so. I honestly think so. 
I think the language of the amendment suggested by the gentle
man from New York is in that very direction. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. The gentleman means the amendment, if 
adopted? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. But I was referring to the bill as now 

before the House, without any amendment. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I ap1 for the amendment, and I 

trust it will be adopted. 
I belong on the other side of the river, and I believe I know as 

much about the Potomac as anyone here, having traveled it as 
far as that is possible in boats and having walked its shores 
to the west where boats can not be used, and I am primarily 
impressed with the importance of conserving for the satisfac
tion of the people of this country the picturesque shores of the 
river, and I very earnestly hope this bill is going to receive the 
approval of the House. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman fro;m. Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DALLINGER]. 

Mr. DALLINGER. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, last year I had the 
very great honor to make the motion in committee for the re
porting of a similar bill to this, which unanimously passed the 
House, and I had the same honor this year; and because of the 
information which I received at the hearings, both last year 
and this year, I think perhaps I am in a position to answer the 
objection of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. MoDU!'FIE]. 

The gentleman has repeatedly asked the question, What is the 
hurry in passing this legislation? The hurry is because every 
day and every hour that goes by the value of these lands is 
increasing and the devastation of the Potomac Valley is 
going on. 

In connection with this subject I . wish again to call the at
tention of the House to one part of the remarks of the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON], when he first spoke upon 
this bill this year, on pa,ge 2453 of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
where he calls attention to the fact that the valuable scenic 
areas of the Potomac Valley are being destroyed, and quotes a 
letter from W. S. Hoge, jr., in which that gentleman says: 

I am taking up again with you the matter of your park bill. I have 
recent information to the effect that large quarry operations, which 
will considerably deface the palisades of the Potomac, are being con
templated. 

Mr. Chairman, in the past we have continually delayed these 
matters in connection with the beautification of the National 
Capital. When I first carne here as a Representative in Con
gress we could have acquired all the property south of Penn
sylvania A venue for five or six million dollars, and we are now 
going to pay almost $25,000,000 for the same land. 

Why delay this great public improvement? Not only is it 
going to cost us more if we delay the passage of this bill, but it 
is going to be impossible to preserve the beauties of the Potomac 
Valley. You gentlemen who are familiar with the National 
Capital park situation know that right here in the city of 
Washington, because of the delay on the part of Congress, Rock 
Creek Park has been continually encroached upon by residen
tial development, which not only has impaired forever the 
beauty of that park, but has constantly diminished the flow of 
the creek itself. One of the objects of this bill is to prevent 
further diminution of the flow of Rock Creek and further 
encroachment by private interests a1;1d thus to preserve the 
beauties of the Potomac Valley. 

So I say that haste with respect to this legislation, which is 
going to be safeguarded by the amendment proposed, is abso
lutely imperative. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DALLINGER. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. BOWMAN. I note by the bill that the Federal Govern

ment advances or appropriates the sum of $23,000,000 for the 
purchase of this land; that $7,000,000 of this amount is appro
priated out of the Treasury of the United States, and $16,000,000 
is appropriated out of the Treasury of the United States but 
is to be reimbursed by the District of Columbia at the rate of 
$1,000,000 per annum, without interest. What was the idea of 
the committee with reference to fixing this burden or this 
increased taxation upon the District of Columbia? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman two 
more minutes. 

Mr. DALLINGER. I will be very pleased to answer the 
question. The Congress of the United States has already im
posed that burden upon the District of Columbia. Already, 
under existing law, $1,000,000 a year is appropriated out of 
District revenues for park purposes. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Under what law is that? 
Mr. DALLINGER. The law creating the National Park and 

Planning Commission. The trouble now is that with the con
stantly increasing value of land in the District of Columbia, 
the annual appropriation of $1,000,000 does not enable the com
mission to accomplish very much and the object of this bill is 
to make available this entire sum now, so that these areas can 
be acquired when they can be acquired at a reasonable price. 

Mr. BOWMAN. Will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. DALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. BOWMAN. You are not putting the same burden upon 

the State of Virginia or upon the State of Maryland, are you? 
Mr. DALLINGER. We are providing in regard to the areas 

outside of the District that the States of Maryland and Virginia 
shall ultimately bear 50 per cent of the expense, and in the 
case of Rock Creek Park and the Eastern Branch, two-thirds 
of the expense, the balance to be paid by the Federal Govern
ment. Under existing law the balance would be paid out of 
the revenues of the District so that the bill now before us is 
distinctly advantageous to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BOWMAN. And with the small area in the District of 
Columbia, you are compelling the taxpayers of the District to 
pay more than twice the amount that the Federal Government 
is expected to pay. 

Mr. DALLINGER. No; this does not increase the burden 
upon the District of Columbia at all. The gentleman is in 
error about that. 
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:M•·. r.~INTIDCmr. Will t11e gentleman yield for a que tion? 
Mr. DALLINGEH. ertninly. 
M•·. LINTIII UM. Docs not thf' utional Government now 

contribute it. proportionat part of thi. amount, which used to 
on a bn,·l. of · 40-GO, and is now a lump-._um appropriation 

of , 0,00 , 00 u ycur? 
[r. BOW L\1 . In former appropriation hlll the ratio wa 

50 5 , but now they ltnve d troyed th previou ft. cal relation 
b tw n th Distrl t of olnmbia and t11e ·ational overnment, 
nntl thl blll would compel tb Di.trict to pay nlmo t two and 
n half tim the amount appropriated by tll Feel ral Govern
ll1<'nt for this enterprl. . 

~'he HAlltMAN. The time of the g,ntl man from Ma a· 
cJm: tts hus agn ln e. pir d. 

Mr. ELLIO'l'1'. Mr. lmlnnan, I yield the gentleman two 
minut . more. 

Mr. LI '1' I UM. If tlte g ntlemnn will permit, whatever 
pr p rtlon tb ntional Gow-rnment now pay. or wlll pay in 
th utur , that proportion wm apJlly to this 1, 00,0 0 a yen.r, 
ju ·t th • ame a. any other appropriation. 

Mr. ALLI GER. 'rtninly. We do not change the pro-
porti n. What ver on"re ·. muy · e fit from time to time to 
d termin a to the amount that the F <lernl Government hall 
c ntribnte to the e.-pens f the District of Columbia, that 
law will apply t th appropriation for park . This bill does 
n t male any bange in thut at all. We do not change the sub-
·tnntiv lnw. The F d •·nl ovcrnment pays tlle nme bare of 
the nmount e .. pend d for purk purp e a. it pays for any other 
I !~tri t or Iumuia .·pen .. 

1r. WMA . ~'h 'ommittee on Appropriation. ba fixed 
a lump um of • 9, , annually for the Di trict of Columbia 
aJHl thut am nnt i appropriated r gardl ' of an old law which 
t1 • d n different l'Utio. 

Mr. ALLI En. ongre ... s changed tl1e law. 
Mr. OWMAN. Au lutely. 
Mr. DALI .. I ~l~R Whi ·b lt hntl a p rfect right to do. 
.Mr. D WMAN. Th y bad that right under certain rule . 

In thi b'll you put a uur<l n upon the i. trict of Columbia to 
pay not on th ratio of 40-00 or 5()-50, but the Di triet of Colum
bia mu. t pay two nnd a half timE>~ what the Federal Govern
m nt pays. 

Mr. DALLINGER. I w, nt to ny to the gentleman that this 
bill <.lo not put any extra burd n upon the people of the Dis
trict of olumlJi whntev r. On the contrary, n I have already 

-plain •<1, it 1 en that uuru n. •ot only that, uut I want to 
cnll the g .ntlem n' · att ntion to thE> fact that all of the civic 
org-nnizntion. of t11 Di trlct of Columbia appeared before the 
committ e 1wd lH~urUly ind r ·ed thi blll. [Applau e.] 

Mr. AI .. l\1 N. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen
U •mun fi'Olll Mi. oul'i r Ir. LOZIER]. 

1\Ir. LOZIER. !r. Cbalrmnn, in thi d bat much has been 
aia nbout th • Government acquiring unuer the pr vi ions of 

this blH nn ind fen iul , uucon<.litionnl, f imple title. I as-
.rt- and w :houl<.l have no mi. under 'tanding about tbi propo

sition-that that character of title can only be acquired in 
one way, atHl that i by treaty or by conv yance. It makes no 
<1i1l'm· nee what 1mrvose the Gov rnment might have in view 1n 
purchustn..,. real . tnt , it mnke no differ nee to what use the 
Gov mment may wi ·h to subj ct the r al estate, if they acquire 
UU by treaty or conveyance, if they acquire it by deed ox con
v ynnc , th n they may use it for military purpo es or any 
otlH'r legitimate purpo e, whether contemplated or not at the 
tim of th }mrcllu: . 

n th otb r bnnd, wh n the Government or tate acquir s 
till hy condemnation, they do only on thing. They obtain a 
dr r of the court which permit tl1em to impre upon that 
r nl ~t t an a. emcnt or scrvituue for a c rtnin specific pur
po. nutborlz<·d by tntut , nnd only In e c ptional en , ba ed 
n unn:unl tate tatut . , 110 government or State has ever been 

able to acquire an ind f a. ible, unconditional, fe~ imple title 
uy on<l mnntion. 

'I'll lnw, on the other hand, in practically all juri dictions, is 
this, that wher th Gov rnment or the State acquire title by 
cond mnnti n, uch Gov<'mment or tate only acquires the ricrbt 
to u it for the pecific enumerated purpo e authoriz d by the 

tntute. If the Gov rnment attempts to subject that real 
tate to any additional burden or rvitude, this can not be 

don without the con nt of the owner of the lund which was 
tnk .n by concl mnation. 

nder th amendm nt u t d by the gentleman from New 
Yorl{, you have enlarg d the purpo e tor which the land may 
b nc uir d or condemn d under this act. There i no question 
about that. But if that amendment is adopted and this bill 
b m a law, the Gov rnm nt of the United tates will still 
not ue able to acqulr an un ~nditional, indefea. ible, fee--simple 
title. Th y woul<l only be able to acquire an ea. ment or right 

to impre. n enitudc upon thi.: land for the five or six purpo~es 
enumerated in the bill as enlarged by the amendment of the 
gentleman -from New York. 

I am di~cu ing t11e Jeo-al pha. e of t11e question in order that 
we may n t enact the bill with the understanding that ther~ 
under we would by condemnation acquire an indcfca ·ible, uncon
ditional, fee- imple title to Jan&; condemned. 

:\fr. McDUFFIE. Will the g ntleman yield? 
Mr. LOZIER. I yield. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. Could it not be cond mned for puulic pur

po es? 
l\fr. L ZIER. Yes; for the pecific public purpose autbor

iz d by tatute, but not for other pnrpo es. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. For public purpo e necessary for the 

development of the river. 
Mr. LOZIER. Yes; after having condemned it for pecific 

put·po es enumerated, the Government c uld not suuject the lanu 
to an additional servitude, ea ement, or use without an addi
tional condemnation and compensation to the ori•Tinal owner. 

Mr. CRAMTON_ I think the gentleman will find on further 
examination that if we acquire the land for park purpo.~e · the 
Government will have absolute title to u. e it for any purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time ha expired, an<.l the Jerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it ena{}tecl, etc., Tllat there is hereby authorized to be appropriated 

the sum of $7,000,000, or so much thereof as may be nece .ary, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for acquiring 
and developing, except as in this section otherwise provided, in accord. 
nnce with the provisions of the act of June G, 1924, entitl d ''An act 
providing for a comprehensive development of the park and playground 
sy t<>m of the National Capital," as amended, such land in the ~tates 
of Maryland and Virginia as are necessary and desirable for th park 
and parkway system of the National Capital in the environ of Wash
Ington. uch funds shall be appropriated a required for the expedi
tious, economical, and efficient development and compl tion of the 
following projects : 

(a) 'l'he George Wa hington :Memorial Parkway, to Include the 
shores of the Potomac, and adjacent lands, from Mount Yernon to a 
point above the Great Falls on the Yirginia side, except within the 
city of Alexandria, and from Fort Wa. bington to a a:;imilar point abo,·e 
the Great Falls on the Maryland side, except within the Di ·trlct f 
Columbia, and including the protection and presen·ation of the natural 
cenery of the gorge and the Great Falls of the Potomac, nod the 

acqui ·itlon of that portion of the Che!'lnpeake & Ohio Canal. The title 
to the lands acquired hereunder ball vest in the Unit d tates, and 
said lands, including the Mount Vernon llemorial Ilighway nuthorlz d 
by the act approved May 23, 1928, upon its completion, ~hall be main
tained and administered by the Director of Public Buildings and Public 
Parks of the National Capital, who shall exercise all th authority, 
powers, and duties with re pect to land acquired under thi · " ction 
a are conferred upon him within the District of Columbia by the 
act approved February 26, 1925; and aid director is authorized to 
incur uch exp~>nses as may be nee ·sary for the proper admiui tration 
and maintenance of said lands within the limits of the appropriation 
from time to time granted therefor from the Tr asury of the Tnit d 
States, which appropriations arc hereby authorizN:l. aid commir;ilion 
i authorized to occupy such land belonging to the United • tate. ns 
may be necessary for the development and protection of aid parltway 
and to accept the donation to the United State of any other laud<; 
by it d emed desirable for inclu ion in said parkway. A, to any lands 
in Maryland or Virginia along or adjacent to the bore of the Potomnc 
within the proposed limits of the parkway that would involve great 
expen. e for their acquisition and are held by said comml . sion n,1t to 
be es ential to the proper carrying out of the proj ct, the acquisition 
of aid lands hall not be required, upon a finding of the commi..:J<ion 
to that e11'ect. Said parkway shall include a highway from Fort 'Tn ·h
ington to the Great Falls on the Maryland side of tlte Potomac : Pro
vided, That no money shall be expend d by the United 'tate.; for lauds 
for any unit of this project until thl' Natlonal Capitul Park and 
Planning Commi sion shall have received definite commitment. from the 
State of Maryland or Virginia, or political subdivision thereof or from 
other re ponsible sources for one-half the cost of acquiring the lanlls 
in 1t judgment necessary for such unit of said project deemed l•Y 
said commi ion sufficiently complete, other than land~ now belonging 
to the United States or donated to the United Stat : Provided (urt11cr, 
That no money shall be expended by the United tates for the con
struction of nece ry highways on the Marylnnd side of the Potomac, 
nor for any necessary highway to connect the Highway BrldgP, the 
Arlington Memorial Bridge, and the Key Bridge on the Virginia -side 
until the National Capital Park and Planning Comml 'on hall have 
received definite commitments from the State of Maryland or Virginia, 
or political subdivisions thereof or from other re pon~ible source , for 
one-half the cost of that portion of said highway lying wUbin any 
such unit of the project: Prorided., That In tb <liscretlon of the 
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National Capital Park and Planning Commission, upon agreement duly 
entered into by the State of Maryland or Virginia or any political sub
division thereof to reimburse the United States a s hereinafter provided, 
it may advance the full amount of the funds necessary for the acquisi
tion of the lands and the construction of said roads in any such unit 
r eferred to in this paragraph, such agreement providing for reimburse
ment to the United States to the extent of one-half of the cost thereof 
without inte1:est within not more than five years from the date of any 
such expenditure. 

(b) The extension of Rock Creek Park into Maryland as may be 
agreed upon between the . National Capital Park and Planning Com
mission and the State of Maryland or any political subdivision thereof, 
for the preservation of the flow of water in Rock Creek, and in the dis
cretion of the National Capital Park and Planning Commission the 
extension of the Anacostia park system np the valley of the Anacostia 
River, Indian Creek, the Northwest Branch, and Sligo Creek, and of 
the George Washington Memorial Parkway up the valley of Cabin 
John Creek, as may be agreed upon be.tween the National Capital Park 
and Planning Commission and the State of Maryland or any political 
subdivision thereof: Provided, That no money shall be expended by 
the Un.ited States for lands for any such extensions until the National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission shall have receive.d definite 
commitments from the State of Maryland or one or more political sul:r 
divisions thereof or ft·om other responsible sources for two-thirds the 
cost of acquiring the .lands in its judgment necessary for such unit of 
said extensions deemed by said commission sufficiently complete, other 
than lands now belonging to the United States or donated to the 
United States : Provided fut·ther, That in the discretion of the National 
Capital Park and Planning Commission upon agreement duly entered 
into by the State of Maryland or any political subdivision thereof to 
reimburse the United States as hereinafter provided, it may advance 
the full amount of the funds necessary for the acquisition of the lands 
in any such single unit of any such extension referred to in this para
graph, such agreement providing for reimbursement to the United 
States to the extent of two-thirds of the cost thereof without interest 
within not more than five years from the date of any such expenditure. 
The title to the lands acquired hereunder shall vest in the United 
States but the development and administration thereof shall be under 
such local authority as shall be approved by the National Capital Park 
and Planning Commission and in accordance. with regulations approved 
by the National Capital Park and Planning Commission. The United 
States is not to share in the cost of construction of roads .in the areas 
mentioned in this paragraph, except if and as Federal-aid highways, 
but such roads, if constructed, shall be with the approval of the 
National Capital Park and Planning Commission and .in accordance 
with plans duly approved by said commission. 

With the following committee amendment: 
On page 2, li'ne 11, after the word "Potomac," insert "and adjacent 

lands." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask what 

is meant by the committee amendment " adjacent lands." It 
seems to me that that is very indefinite phraseology. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment necessarily 
is indefinite in scope. It is a parkway that is being established. 
The purpose in the main is to acquire just the banks of the 
Potomac, or, as to the Mount Vernon Boule,·ard, between the 
highway and the river. It is impossible to say within 100 or 
200 feet, because the river is irregular and at places a point of 
land may run out which it would be desirable to include. In 
the main the purpose is to very generally follow along with the 
banks, and not go far back, but as you go up the Potomac toward 
Great Falls there will be here and there a stream that comes in 
and cuts through the palisades, as, for instance, Difficult Run. 
A few days ago I visited that part of this area. There is scenery 
in Difficult Run that is to my mind more beautiful than any
thing in Rock Creek Park, and it is not of great value for resi~ 
dential development. It is very desirable to have that run in
cluded in the parkway, and so at that point the park would run 
further back. I thought that as the bill was drawn originally it 
would permit that, but to save any question this language is 
put in, so that Difficult Run and those other ravines that come 
in and that are so beautiful may be taken in as a part of the 
park~ay. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I assume it is in contemplation of the Park 

Commission to condemn all residences that are included in this 
proposed parkway, and have an exclusive parkway, and not a 
parkway with residential projects. 

Mr. CRAMTON. 'Ve hope to make it exclusive, with the ex
ception of the area in Alexandria, which, of course, is not in
cluded in the bill, and in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And all of the smaller resorts, the sum
mer homes along the canal on the Marylan4 side, and the 

clubs down there on the island will all be condemned for park
way purposes? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I do not want to speak definitely · about 
things that I do not fully know about. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I assume the gentleman had walked along 
that wonderful way leading up to Cabin John? 

Mr. CRAMTON. As to the banks, the purpose is to prevent 
disfigurement that now exists with undesirable structures. 
Above the palisades, away up above the Potomac, there is ex
tensive residential development that we do not contemplate 
taking in under this bilL 

Mr. STA.FFORD. But you do contemplate having the Gov
ernment take full possession of everything along the reaches of 
the river? 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is our hope. 
Mr. STAFFORD. And not permit any homes to be located 

in that district? 
Mr. CRAMTON. We aim to make it a parkway, a connected 

area. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, in one or two places the 

word "environs" is used in the bill. Would the gentleman fur
ther tell us just what he means by that? 

Mr. CRAMTON. That comes from the original legislation 
which is now the law, which created the National Park and 
Planning Commission in 1924 and 1926, for the purpose of doing 
this very thing in the National Capital, and its "environs." 
Sometimes they give it a more French pronunciation with which 
I am not so familiar, but that legislation now in effed in
structed the commission to plan as to development of these 
areas adjacent to the Capital, but the money has never been 
provided, and Col'lgress did not lay down a rule as to the coop
eration which was there authorized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TREADWAY. The bills to which the gentleman refers 

as establishing the National Park and Planning Commission 
did not contemplate their authority going beyond the District, 
I take it. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The bill expressly provided that it should 
go beyond the area of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The original act? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; the existing law. I will read, if the 

gentleman desires: 
That to develop a comprehensive, consistent, and coordinated plan 

for the National Capital and its environs in the States of Maryland 
and Virginia, to preserve the flow of water in Rock Creek, to pre
vent pollution of Rock Creek and the Potomac and Anacostia Rivers, 
to preserve forests and natural scenery in and about Washington, 
and to provide for the comprehensive, systematic, and continuous 
development of park, parkway, and playground systems of the National 
Capital and its environs there is ' hereby constituted a commission to be 
known as the National Capital Park and Planning Commission. 

And so forth. 
Mr. TREADWAY. In view of that language this bill does not 

extend their authority? 
Mr. CRAMTON. No. 
Mr. TREADWAY. It does not extend it any further than 

before? 
Mr. CRAMTON. No; it lays down a rule as to financial co

operation, which was lacking in the oripnal law. 
Mr. TREADWAY. But so far as having any additional au

thority about park and planning it does not do so? 
Mr. CRAMTON. It does not. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tht~ 

last word. I confess that I have not had opportunity to give 
this proposal much study. I have read the bill and the report. 
I heard the speech of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAM
TON] the other day in support of this proposition. Do I un
derstand that this does not present a definite proposal for the 
acquisition of definite areas of land and that you simply em
power this commission to go up and down the Potomac on 
both sides from Great F.alls to Mount Vernon and acquire such 
land as they see fit to get within the appropriations that Con
gress authorizes from time to time? Is that correct? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the program in its general 
aspect as has been formulated by the Planning Commission 
is in the annual report for 1929, which I quoted in my speech, 
but did not read in full. The exact limits are, of course, not 
defined. Afte:r this bill becomes a law, if it does, the commis
sion then is authorized to prO<!eed with certain required co
operation to buy lands subject to three lines of supervision: 
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The hor s of tbc Potomac und adjacent land , from Mount Vernon to 
o point nbove tb Gr at Palls on the Virginia side, except within the city 
of Ale nndrln, o.nd from Fort Wo. bington to a similar point above the 

r nt l~'all on the Maryland l<le, except within the District of Colum
bia, antl lncludln the pt·ot ct1on and pr ervo.tion of the natural cenery 
of thl' gor~ onu th r t Fo.ll of the Potomac, and the acquisition 
ot tllnt portion of the Clle apenke & Ohio Canal. 

tr. UA I~E ER. Thut i to include the sl1o of the 
Potomac on both ·id<'. and ~uljncent lands from Mount Vernon 
to a point nl v the r at Fulls? 

Mt·. CRA IT . Y . 
ir. R~\. I~E ER. But the1·e is nothing here to limit it 

within 10 rod· or 10 mil . ot th iver? 
1\ r. RAM'f o. A I said, it i not pos ible to set up 

a purticular limit, 1.> • u e it must be irr gular, and it must be 
for two r n on : For in tunc , wh re n little point ot land 

rum:; ont into the river, or where the stream break through 
th rnvin on th ir wuy to th river. 

It·. RAM EYER. Now, while the e i ting law is indefinite, 
why w uld it not l>e wi to authoriz the commi ion, according 
to th mmal practic , to go out and mak a urvey and then 
c ru bn ·k with a d finit proposition and ace mpanying blue 
prints howing th area, acreage, and the kind of land in the 
proj •ct? Th n you could t 11 om what accurately what a 
proposition like that would cost. Here you penk of an autbor
iz d approprintion of $7,000,000. onver ing with some mem
b r: of the committee, speaking a little more definitely, I was 

told thi. morninu that 1.> fore we get through wftb this program, 
which is indefinite, it would cost omewhere b tween $40,000,000 
and 50,000, . 1"'ow, we have no estimate of co t, merely the 
committee'~ gue. . Th re i. nothing in this bill to prevent the 
Park··wny ommL ion from acquiring areas co. ting $100,000.000, 
exc pt the refu_al of Congre::- from time to time to appropriate 
the money to that extent. Is not that true? 

Mr. RA:llTO .. -. It is not quite accurnte. In the fir t pin e, 
the commL ion have made tudies and plan . Those plans 
have been exhibit d in the corridor yonder for a con id rable 
time. .A to the whol areas intended to b acquired, the 
commi ion can not buy land under this propo ed law exc pt 
with the approval of the li'ine Arts Commi ion and the Pr ~i
dent of the United State . I do not think the l)re ident would 
concern himself about eyery acre, but I think be would concern 
him. elf tbi much, to .., e that n main item would be approved 
by him unle it wa~ a proper one. The e timate that. 50,000,000 
mi:.!bt be irwolYed in tbe land out~ide the Di trict i a wild 
e timate. A a matter of fact, the bill doe provi e that the 
expenditure might run to 16,000,000 or • 17,000,000, of which 
only 7, .000 would come from the Federal Trea~ury, becau 
as to a part of it we would pay only one-half and a to a 
part we would contribute only a third. o tile cooperation 
required would be from • 7. .000 to 10,000, , makinu the 
amount 16,000.000 or 17,000,000, which I b lieve will be ~ub
tnn tially ufficient. 

The HAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Io' ·a 
hn again expired. 

Mr. R ~.l.'EYER. Mr. Chairman, I a k unanimou~ c nsent 
to proceed for fiye additional minute . 

The CHAIRhlA~... Is there objection? 
There wa no objection. 
Mr. RAl\IREYER. Tl1e gentleman from ~Iichi<Yan ha. re

ferr d to plat or plan~ out here in tbe hallway. Tb re is 
nothing in thi bill which would J'equire the commi ·sion to 
follow tho~e plans. The gentleman lla. already indicated tbnt 
be ba not the len t idea as to what the acreage will be. He 
doe not lmow whethet· it will be 2,000 or 20.00() acre . or 
course, if it is 20,000 it will likely co t ten times more than if 
it i 2.000. 

It docs e m to me an unbu. ine.~.Jike way of 1 gL lating ju~t 
to tum the propo ition oY r to a commi: 'ion of the Goyernment 
and ay, "Now, go to it; buy anywhere that suits your fancy." 
Would it not be more bu ine.Aike if we would authorize the 
commi ion to uo out and make a ~ urvey up and down the 
river and then come back with omething definite? They could 
e timate to u about what that would co t, wht'ther it woul1l 
be 10.000,000, 20,000,000, or $30,000,000, and then it wonl,l 
be up to the approval of the Congre s, while here we at·e 
approving something about which we know ab olutely nothin~, 
except that it run from Mount Yernon up the river on both 
sid s with the exception of AleJ;:andria ancl the Distri t of 

olumbin, to the Great Falls, and tllat is all there is to it. 
1\!r. RAATON. Will the gentleman yield again? 
Mr. RAM EYER. Briefly. 
Mr. CRA~lTON. The bill L ba ed upon the e~timate that 

ba been made by the commission, a the result of their urvey, 
that 7,000,000 would be ufficient. That is their e timate upon 
the urvey they baYe made. 

1\Ir. RAMSEYER. Well, I am glad to know that. There 
1 nothing in this bill referring to th ir survey or t~·ing them 
down to that survey. On page 5 of the bill I notice there are 
six different creek named which they are allowed to acquire 
and, with the con~ent of Maryland, to control the water upply. 
I do not know whether they are running dry or whether the 
cows up there are drinking too much, but there i ab-olutely 
nothing to prevent the commi~. ion from going to the source 
of each one of tho e tream , and if it is a matter of the con
trol of the water they mi.,.ht have to go to the ource of the 
creek~, whether it is 1 mile, 10 miles, or 40 mil , which ju. t 
illustrates bow wildly we are going here on this propo ition 
and to what extent we are reposing confidence in a commhdou, 
the member hip of which very few of us know. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield again? 
Mr. R.Al\ISEYER. If the gentleman bas any ol> erYation to 

make about the creek .. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Ye ; and it is simply this: It is for the 

purpo e of caring for the water supply of Rock Creek. The 
1low of Rock Cre k i being dimini bed year by year by the 
installation of artificial drainage and the cutting of timber 
above. The purpo~e of this provision i to protect the :flow 
of Rock Creek, without which Rock Cr ek Park would be a 
rather barren place. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. What il:i the situation with regard to In
dian Creek? 



2718 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JANUARY 30 
Mr. CRAMTON. It ties in with the same general proposition. 

They are branches leading into the Anacostia River. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. ~ll of them are branches of the Anacostia 

except Rock Creek? 
Mr. CRAMTON. There is one other creek, Cabin John Creek, 

which leads into the Potomac. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. On what clause of the Constitution does 

the gentleman rely to acquire title to this property? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Does the gentleman distinguish between 

land that is outside of the District and inside of the District, 
and is the gentleman's question asked because the land is out
side the District? 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman distinguishes between 
property which the Government can acquire over which it ex
ercises exclusive jurisdiction and property in the States over 
which it does not exercise exclusive jurisdiction. 

Mr. CRAMTON. In my address of Monday I cited court 
decisions to this effect-and I know of no exception and nothing 
to the contrary-that the Government may acquire land in a 
State for park purposes, and many other purposes, by con
demnation, even without the consent of the State, and for pur
poses not expressly mentioned in the Constitution, as it did in 
connection with the Gettysburg battle field. 

Mr. RAMSEYER I understand those Qurposes. 
lVIr. CRAMTON. And where a State ced.es exclusive juris

diction the Federal Government may exercise such jurisdiction, 
even though the purpose is not one of the purposes enumerated 
in section 8 of Article I. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has again expired. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for two additional minutes, and then I will conclude. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. The gentleman does not rely, then, on 

Article I, section 8, clause 17, I think it is, which is the clause 
that also has in it the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I rely on the decision of the United States 
Supreme Court in the Gettysburg case, which held that there 
did not need to be an express provision in the Constitution, but 
that the land was to be for the purpose of teaching national 
patriotism, and so forth. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. That is what I tried to get the gentle
man to say, and I think we understand each other now. That 
case is not applicable to this situation. Of course I do not like 
the idea of spending money in this way in the District and out
side the District. I do not oppose the purpose of the last sec
tion of the bill, which provides for the spending of money here 
in the District for park purposes and playground purposes; but 
I think we are going far afield when under the indefinite pro
visions of this bill we go out in the States and buy parkways 
adjacent to the District. The House is asked to approve a 
proposition blindfolded. No one has any idea how many acres 
or how much money is involved or how many miles of creeks 
will be acquired. I do not think that is the right way to pro
ceed. We ought to have something definite, and ought not to 
proceed in the way provided here, which in effect is buying a 
pig in a poke. For the reasons I have presented I am opposed 
to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa 
has expired. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last two words. I intend to follow our distin
guished colleague from Michigan on this legislation, although 
on some of his legislative policies I can not agree to follow. 
I want to call the attention of the membership of this House, 
particularly the new Members, to a very sad situation. Some 
of the new Members of this Congress will wonder why other 
Members repeatedly object to bills on the Private and Unani
mous Consent Calendars, particularly with reference to private 
toll bridges. 'l'his is an example of a private toll-b1idge evil. 
It is one of the greatest monstrosities ever written into the 
statute books. While I firmly believe that the gentleman from 
Virginia lias rendered a great deal of constructive service to 
the people of theDistrict of Columbia and his State in obtain
ing appropriations from the Federal Treasury, I believe he did 
not adopt the right course from the standpoint of sound public 
policy when he sponsored and had written into law a provision 
for a private toll bridge across the Potomac River at or near 
the Great Falls. 

The bill which we are now considering carries an appropria
tion of $23,000,000 of the people's money to provide a great 
memorial parkway extending on both sides of the Potomac 
River at or near Great Falls. A prior session of Congress 

enacted into law a bill sponsored by the gentleman from Vir
ginia [Mr. MooRE] granting the Great Falls Bridge Co. the 
authority to construct and operate a private toll bridge across 
the Potomac River at or near Great Falls, thereby creating a 
private monopoly as a connecting link in this great parkway 
which is to be developed at a cost of many millions of dollars 
of public funds. 

When the original bill came before the Congress on Private 
Calendar day, a number of us repeatedly objected to its con
sideration. "'When the bill came before the Congress for a vote, 
12 Members stood up on a record roll call, which I forced under 
the parliamentary situation, and voted against this private toll 
bridge. I may truthfully say that these 12 Members can refer 
to that roll call to-day when this big proposition comes before 
us and reach the decision that they have faithfully served the 
people of the Nation in voting on that roll call against the 
private toll bridge which is a connecting link in the whole great 
parkway proposition. 

This private toll bridge company did not commence building 
the bridge within the time limit under the original act, and 
during the second session of the Seventieth Congress the gentle
man from Virginia [Mr. MooRE] introduced a bill to extend the 
time limit. This extension bill came before the Congress on 
Private Calendar day, and we objected to its consideration time 
after time, and in the closing days of the session it was brought 
up under a suspension of the rules, and several of us called the 
attention of the House to this great parkway system·, because 
we had this parkway bill on the calendar with a favorable re
port. Notwithstanding that fact, the House suspended the rules 
and extended the time for the commencement of construction of 
this private toll bridge. 

I rise at this time to direct an inquiry to the gentleman from 
Virginia as to whether it is possible to-day to offer an amend
ment and incorporate in this bill a repealing provision which 
will repeal the authorization for this private toll bridge, the 
connecting link in this great parkway system in the Nation's 
Capital. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr. TREADWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman 

whether the toll bridge to which he refers, the authority for 
which was granted by Congress, is within the area that will be 
taken over for this park? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. The private toll bridge is to be 
constructed at or near Great Falls, and is to be a connecting 
link between the State of Virginia and the State of Maryland. 
It will absolutely be the connecting link in this great parkway 
system. 

Mr. TREADWAY. May I get the gentleman's idea, definitely, 
in answer to my question? Will it be within the area provided 
for in this bill? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Of course, it will be within 
the area. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time· of the gentleman from Wiscon
sin has expired. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent to proceed for three minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri and Mr. MOORE of Virginia 

rose. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I yield now to give any pro

ponent of this legislation or any proponent of the private toll 
bridge referred to an opportunity to state whether or not this 
tool bridge will be the connecting link in this great parkway. 

1\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. The gentleman has invited an 
answer to his question. When Congress passed the legislation 
and the President approved it, authorizing the construction of 
the bridge to whkh he refers, no suggestion had been made 
about any parkway; the legislation contained several provi
sions which protect the public interest: First, that no permit 
should be issued by'-the Chief of Engineers for the construction 
of the bridge that would interfere with the development of water 
power and that the bridge should be approved by the Fine Arts 
Commission and the National Capital Park and Planning Com
mission ; second, that upon the conditions usually written into 
such bills the public should have the right to take the blidge 
over and convert it into a free bridge. 

There is no briclge of any kind spanning the Potomac River 
between Chain Bridge and a point far away to the west in 
Loudoun County, Va., and the ide!! of securing this legislation 
and trying to bring about the construction of the bridge was 
that it would be tremendously to the advantage of the public, 
not only the Maryland public and the Virginia public, but the 
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public b~yoncl, north HlHl ~outh, which would b afforded a new 
av nne of travel, away from th congestion of traffic that obtain~ 
Jn Wn hfngton lty. 

Tll 1 i. latiou autborizin,., the bridge i imply in line with 
a gr nt d al of 1 gi:lntion that ba. b en naet cl here which my 
frl nd and one or two oth r gentlem n have iuvelghecl again ~t, 
but ln my humble jud!!nl nt, with defer nc to them not upon 
any ood gr und. I am very plea cl to ny, in spite of what 
the g ntl man from Wi. omdo ha r mark d, that I have very 
r a:-:on to beli ve that thl briclge is to b n very fine ;tructur . 
A. <1 • igned it wn hown on the r.:creen at th me ting held two 
or thr e w ks ago by the Park and Planning ommi~ ·ion in 

n tltution llnll in tbi city-the m ting addr . d by Gov-
rnor Ritchi of fnryland and Governor Pollard of Virginia

all<! ft i. r ally to a thing of b auty, not int rfering in any 
way with the cntnmct, b ing a, t of th cataract, built of con
cr t and t 1. nud rri iug a . pl ndl<l view of Great Fall .. 

• tr. JJAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield ri"ht there? 
1\:Ir. M UE of Vir inia. In just a m ment. I repeat I am 

mo. t lHlPPY to tell the !lou ·e that uul ~s the information I 
llnw r iv d in th In ·t f w day. i. unreliable, the c n troction 
of th brld~e 1 about to b on<l rtnk n nd carried to comple
tion, and I am ur m ·t ub~tantlal b nefit will accrue not 
only to 1 irginia and 1arylancl, and the great public, north and 
onth f tho' tat \ but to th people of "'a hington. 

1\tr. LAG AR I . Iln. the com11any been financed y t 7 
Mr. M RE of Vir~inia. I hope ._o. From what I have 

h rd--
fr. LA .,. ARDI . Th last I beard about lt ther were a 

f(•w Hnnn •ial .. · nlawag~ trying to . 11 th se bond in • ·ew York. 
'l'h HAIR. I N. 'l'he tim of the g ntlemnn from "'i;·con in 

l1n pir d. 
• fr. 1 Rl·~ of 1irginia. lr. 'hnirmnn, I a k unani.mou 
n~ nt that th g ntleman fr m \Vi ·con, in way have five addi

tional minut !4. 

Tb IIAIR~IAN. Is there obje ·tion to the reqoe ·t of the 
gPntl mnn from irginia? 

'l'h r wn. · no bjection. 
Mr. M HE of Vir"inin. I wlll .. ay that I do not know any

thing about 11
• cnluwags" in conn lion with it. 

1\lr. LA UAHDI . I , aid 11 financial calawag ." 
ir. 1 RE of Yirglnin. The only man I know in connection 

with it, e c pt th ngin >r, who i a v ry reliable man, i a 
blgh· •ln .. ~ lnwy r of thi: city, a man who served with di. tinc
tion in tll ·world l\'ar, and who, I b lieve, hold. or has held 
1rnportnnt po.·ition, in the Ameri an L gion of the District of 
('olmn ia. \\'itll him I hav had virtunlly my own contact in 
rl.'sr •t to the matter, and from him I have r ceived the infor
lrlntion whi h I hnv ju. t given the Hou . 

Mr. DEMP EY. 1\lr. bairman, if the gentleman will yield, 
I wuuld lik to r lnte an p ri nee in my own district which 
I thiul{ th g utl mun from Wi cousin will r gnrd a valuable. 
For muuy year:-:, until thr year a o, the only means of ingre s 
and gr · from uuudn to Buffulo wn · by ve~ el or ferry. We 
built who): i~· kno' n a th r ace Bridge tween the two coon
tri( H, whit'h is a toll h1·idge. The genU man who con tructed it 
macl not n . p nuy out of it. It rev rt' to the public as soon 
as paid for. 'Ve ar about to build two other bridges to co t 
$13, 0,00 . I have no d out that they will contain the same 
provi ion.. ur experience in New 'ork, o far n thew tend 
of Jt i concern d, lli that w can not afford to wait for tate or 
municit1al gov rnm nt-much les' t11e F •deral Government-to 
build })ridge· for o at public xpen . 

nr ople ar willing to finance them. Our people are 
patrioti ancl public-. plrit d enough to m ke the term uch that 
th public will r ally g t the benefit from that method of con

I ru<.'tion-u ·much u th y would from tate or Federal con
tru •Uon. 
Mr. SCll.A ER of Wi con. in. If w ace pt the gentleman s 

logi , we hould cl feat thi blll and let the private individuals 
raise the money, not only for the toll bridge but al o for the 
great pa1·kway for which under the bill w are u ked to appro
print $23,000,0 of public fund . I state frankly to the Hou e 
thnt th re wa information pre ent d to ongre. s before the 
private toll bri<Jge bill xtension was pas ed, but Members did 
n t pay mu ·h attention to it at that time. At the time the bill 
ext ndiug th time limit for beginning con truction was being 
con ·id reel w hnd on the calend r a park bill similar to the 

n 11 w un conl:li<.leration, which bill wa reported by the 
<11 UnguU1ed ~ ntl man from 1\Iichi an [Mr. RAYTON]. If you 
C 11. ult png. 5 6 of the O~ORES IONAL RECORD, March 2, 1929, 
· ·ond S!4lou of th ' v ntieth Congre~ , you will find that it 
wa 1 arly brou"ht to the attention of ongres that this 
prh·atc toll bridge wa:; a connecting link in the great parkway 
pr >r> ~it ion inv lving millions of dollars from the Public 
Trea ury. 
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At thi~ time I de. ire to call attention of the 1\Iemberf'l, par

ti olarly the new Member . to the neces ·ity of watching private 
toll bridge bilL which appear on the Private Calendar. In
vestigate the pri•ate toll bridges that have oeen authorizecl in 
the pa t and you will fino thnt the people travE'liug over the 
highways built by public fund· have expended for toll in a 
few year more than the total co t of financing the e bridges. 
In thi National Capital. are we to have a magnificent memorial 
parkway co. ting upward. of 23,000,000, extending to both sides 
of the Potomac River, and then find that the people who pay 
the taxes to create such parkway who are traveling over it in 
both Rtate will ha\'"e their automobiles containing theh· family 
topped and be compelled to pay a toll to a private toll-bridge 

monopoly. 
I ~hall offer an amendment to repeal the authority granted 

the Great Fall Bridge Co. the right to construct a private toll 
bridge at or nc>ar Great Falls . 

1\Ir. ELLIOTT. Mr. hairman, I a k unanimou · con"ent that 
all debate on this amendment now clo e. 

The CHA.IRl\IAl.'l'. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous con ent that d bate on the amendment now clo. e. Is 
there objection? 

There wa no objection. 
The CHAIRl\lA. T. The question i on the committee amend

ment. 
The committee amenclment was agreed to. 
Mr. DE:\IP EY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment, which I send to the Clerk' desk. 
The Clerk read a follows: 
Page 2, line 19, after tbe word '' canal," strike out tbe period and 

1n ert a colon, and the following : 
"Promdcd, That the acquisition of any land in tbe Potomac River 

Valley for park purpo es shall not debar or limit or abridge its o e 
tor such works a Congre s may in tbe future authorize tor the im
provement and tbe extension of navigation, Including tbe connecting 
of th upp r Potomac River with the Ohio River, or for fiood control 
or irrigation or drainage, or for the development of hydro lectrie 
power." 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, I haYe an amendment to 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment to the amendment offered by Mr. McDt:FFJE: At the 

end of the amendment add the following: 
"PrO'IJiclecl further, That tn acquiring title to any land under the 

terms of this bill the title acquired by donation or otherwise shall 
be unconditional, indefeasible, and In fee simple." 

Mr. WJLLIAl\I E. HULL. l\lr. Chairman, I favor this bill 
and I favor the Demp ey amendment and, if agr 'euule to Mr. 

RAMTON, the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala
bama [Mr. McDuFFIE] to the Demp ey amendment, b ·cuo~e I 
believe tber ·hoold be no mi ·tnke made by the C ngre~s of 
the United States in pas ing this bill, and it ~hould be under
stood that we will have the opportunity in the future for water
way and power development and for 1lood-coutrol Plll'PO es. 
When this amendment wa practically agreed upon in the office 
of the cretary of War by the repre ntatives of the Depart
ment of Agriculture and of the Department of the Interior it 
was agreed that no one of these projects . boolcl have priority. 
The gentleman from Michigan [l\lr. BAMTON], in hi speech 
to-day, mentioned that the parkway would have priority, bot 
I want to specifically bring before the Hou. e the fact that if this 
bill is pa sed, there is no priority, and that ' aterways have the 
same rights as the parkway. For your information you mo ·t 
under tand this, the parkway will be bunt• fir ·t if the bill 
pa ·. ·e , and if the gr n gras is growing in the parkway and 
you come before Congre and a k permis ·ion to dig a canal 
through that green gra you are going to have some trouble, 
and we may as well onder tand it to-day. I want it to go in 
the RECoRD, and if 1\lr. CRAMTON wants to di pote it this is the 
time to do it, that if it is decided we want to make the con
nection between the Potomac and the Ohio Rivers, we will have 
the priority right to go through the parkway, whether it is 
:fini bed or not 1lnisl1ed. What is the use of our ~pending all 
of the money we are spending for inland waterways all over 
thi country if we are going to have one of the connections that 
might be more important than any other de troyed jo t becao e 
you want a playground in thi city? I tell you, gentlemen, this 
is more serioo than you think. 

This Congr , and probably the ne:x:t or the next will not 
build this waterway, bot no one know to what :xtent this 
country will grow, no one knows the nece ity that may ari~e 
under the high cost of transportation. ·we may want to de· 
velop this waterway. o, let us have an under ·tanding to-day 
that the waterway has the same right as the parkway. 
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In reference to the toll bridge, that is something I knew 

nothing about until to-day. I say this: I believe tb,at the Con
gress of the United States would fare better if it \Vould build 
the bridge with the parkway, even if it cost another three or 
four million dollars. [Applause.] No one wants to go in his 
automobile from Mount Vernon to Great Falls and then be 
obliged to get out and pay toll. I think that is absurd. I 
did not know that was in the bill or I would have made a 
fight on it long ago. I understand it is not really in the bill 
but it is in connection with it, and I wish the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] would revise his bill and ad1 
to it enough money to build a free bridge. V\r e do not want 
toll bridges on the line of driveways that we are going over 
for pleasure purposes. 

Mr. TREADV\T AY. Does not the gentleman think that the 
same thing would apply to the entrance to Mount Vernon? 
Should not the public be allowed to enter the grounds of Mount 
Vernon without charge? 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. That is a thing I know nothing 
about. I am speaking for the waterway. Of course, we want 
to protect everything in this legislation, and we must protect 
this inland waterway, and I hope all of us will have a definite 
understanding that it has the same right as the parkway. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. CRAMTON. ·Mr. Chairman, first with reference to the 
toll bridge, let me clarify the situation. I sympathize entirely 
with the position of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SoHAFER.] in opposition to toll bridges. If this legislation that 
is now before the House had been passed two or three years 
ago, that toll-bridge situation could not have developed. It 
would have been our park, and we never would have permitted 

· a bill to go through for a toll bridge. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle

man yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I would like to make this statement, if the 

gentleman will permit. We have not even yet created the park, 
and so when a special bill came here authorizing the building 
of a toll bridge, we had no rights there established as yet and 
no way to provide for the building of a bridge by the Govern
ment. However, we did safeguard it as much as we could. I 
offered an amendment at the time. The location and the plans 
for the bridge are subject to the approval of this commission. 
That is as far as we could go. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. And the tolls are subject to regulation by 

the Secretary of War? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, yes; that is true. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle

man yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. In just .a moment. If this parkway i~ 

created, then if the Governme!J.t wants to take over that bridge 
and pay for it and make it a free bridge, that can be done and 
possibly would tie done; but there is nothing in the bill as sug
gested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL], 
and no responsibility on me for that toll bridge. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield'! 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. In that law there is a pro

vision that Congress reserves the right to repeal the law, and 
I say to the gentleman from Michigan further, if he is in sym
pathy with us, the b'ridge has not been started, not a spade 
of dirt has been turned, and if you want to repeal that law 
you can do it on your bill, if you will accept such an amend
ment. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Oh, I do not want to get my bill into any 
more trouble th.an it is in now. Any time that Congress wants 
to repeal that bridge law, that is up to Congress. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. It might get the gentleman's 
bill out of trouble instead of getting it into trouble if he would 
offer an amendment to repeal that private toll bridge mon
strosity. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Is it possible to put in the gentle
man's bill at the present time enough money to build the bridge? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Not under the plan of this bill. Perhaps I 
have been too careful in safeguarding the Federal Treasury, but 
there can be no land purchased, no highway development in this 
park area until some State or locality says that it will pay half 
the cost; and I do not know of anybody that is going to pay half 
the cost of that bridge. I hope that gentlemen who favor the 
legislation before us will not complicate the situation by attempt
ing to repeal other laws that have been passed. 

As to the more important problems suggested by the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAM E. HuLL], I do not want any 
misunderstanding. An agreement was had a,t ~ meeting at 

which I was not present and had no opportunity to be· present, 
when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAM E. Hm] and 
the gentleman from New· York [Mr. DEMPSEY], and the Secre
tary of War, and others were present. At that meeting the 
language that is now before us was agreed upon. 

Now, I have given consideration to that language. I have 
had the advice of others, and the advice is to this effect, that 
the amendment that is now pending, offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DEMPSEY], does not provide for waterway 
development, does not provide for power development or flood 
control, but it does make it clear that Congress is not neces
sarily closing the door, and that Congress in the future, whether 
5 years or 50 years or 100 years from now, will have to deter
mine what it thinks best. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five additional 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's 
request? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I want to emphasize the fact that what we 

are ·to-day passing is not a waterway bill, not a navigation bill, 
not a flood-control bill, but a park bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. But you are putting on limitations. 
Mr. CRAMTON. We are leaving it for Congress at a future 

time to authorize flood control or waterways or the utilization 
of power potentialities as such development becomes important 
and justified by the public interest. 

I will be here speaking in behalf of the preservation of scenic 
beauties and against their destruction for power purposes, as 
I think the gentleman from Illinois--will be here insisting ofl the 
urgency of waterway development, as he has a perfect right 
to do. Maybe he and I will not settle it. It will be for 
Congress to provide how much consideration will be given to 
one and how much will be given to the other. Mr. \Yallace, 
the executive secretary of the engineer council, said they agreed 
that scenic beauties should have priority. That proposition 
meets with his approval. But that is his personal feeling, 
that we want to give the park areas priority. The amendment 
of the gentleman from New York leaves it open to the future. 
I do not want it to be understood that I am committed to a 
waterway development which, to my mind, may be fantastic, 
or to a power development that is not now a necessity, but 
might be 50 years from now. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Certainly. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. I understand the gentleman is willing to 

accept the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Xork 
[Mr. DEMPSEY] ? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. McDUFFIE. And that he is not willing to accept the 

·amendment suggested by the gentleman from Illinois? 
Mr. CRAMTON. No. The Attorney General never approves 

the purchase of land unless an absolute title is given to the 
Federal Government. That being true, there is no necessity 
of encumbering the bill with all th~e phrases and provisos 
that have been suggested. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. I did not refer to the letter. 
When the letter was presented yesterday you emphasized the 
water rights. I want the Congress to understand that that is 
the agreement. We are satisfied to have the park go ahead, 
but we do not want words to be put in there providing that 
because the park is built no action will be taken as to water
ways. There should be an understanding that if you want to 
build a waterway it can be done, and there will be no priority. 

Mr. CRAMTON. If you want to build a waterway in the 
future, each Congress can decide the problem that comes to it. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. The gentleman from Illinois was evidently 
misled in thinking that to-day we are giving priority to the park 
proposition. He is mistaken .about that. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The park proposition is here definitely for 
your consideration. When it comes to power legislation or flood; 
control legislation or waterway legislation, which will interfere 
with a park at all, I hope they will not wipe out the beautiful 
scenery, but that will be up to Congress. 

Mr. McDUFFIE. What is the harm of having Congress wait 
until the experts give us all the information we need? 

Mr. CRAMTON. In the first place, it is entirely unnecessary. 
We do not need a report from the Army engineers to tell us to 
preserve the palisades from blasting. We do not need a report 
from the Secretary of Agriculture to say that we want to :rue
serve the scenery. We are discussing a park bill now. When 
it comes to waterway legislation, when that question comes up, 
it will be for Congress to act in the matter. 
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1\fr. Chairman, I a k leave t proceed for five The amendment I have offered to the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from New York simply provide that in 
acquiring title to land we shall get title in fee ·imple, so that, 
if we desire to devote the land to other purp ·e -even if we 

f the committee, want to ell them-the nited ~tate Government will have the 
right to do ·o. The ...,pon or of thi legi:Iation r.;ays thL amend
ment is immaterial. If it be o. it can not hurt his bill. On 
the other hand, it will clarify his bill ; and I l;Ubmlt it ought 
to become n part of the lan~age of the bill. [Applau ·e.] 

l\fr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAl . The gentleman will tate it. 
Mr. BA 'KITE .. ill. I the amendment to the am ndment pro

po. ed by the gentleman from Alabama now pending before the 
committe~? 

The HAIRMAN. It i now pending. 
Mr. BA. KHEAD. It has been formally rE'ad for con ider

ation? 
The HAIRMAN. It ha been offered and read. ' 
Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. hairman, I move that aU debate on 1 

tlli amendment and amendments thereto do now clo e. 
The motion wa agreed to. 
The CIIAIRMAX. 'l'he que.:tion is on the amendmE'nt to the 

amendment propo ·ed by the gentleman from Alabama. 
The que tion wa taken ; and on a din. ion (demanded by 

Mr. McDuFFIE) there were-ayes 83, noes 45. 
o the amendment to the amendment wa aareed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The que tion is now on the original 
amendment as am nded. 

The nru ndment a amended wa agreed to. 
Mr. LU E. Mr. hairman, my warm ympathy for the pur

po · s of this bill may be a guaranty that the amendment I offer 
i · not ho tile to it. 

The HAIRMA. . The gentleman from Ma~. achu etts offers 
an am ndment. which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read a follow : 
Amendment offered by ~fr. Lues: Page 2, line 19, after the word 

·• canal," strike out the period and in ert the words " within the limits 
of aid parkway." 

Mr. LU E. Mr. Chairman, a i quite evid nt, thi. i ~imply 
a clarifying amendment, and I under~tand i acceptable to the 
author of the bill. 

The amendm~mt was agreed to. 
Mr. HAFER of 'Wi con~in. 1\Ir. Chairman, I off r an 

amendment. 
The HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wi con in offers an 

am ndment. which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read a, follow : 
Amendment offered by Mr. SCHAFER of WI con In: Add a new para

graph under ection 1, paragraph (c) : "The act of April 21, 192 , 
nnthorlzlng the Great Falls Bridge Co., its , ucce ors and a . lgn , to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge acros the Potomac River at 
or near Great Fall., is hereby repealed.'' 

:Mr. RA:\1TO ... T. Mr. Chairman, I ubmit a point of order--
1\Ir. l\1 ORE of Virginia. Mr. Chainnan, I make the point of 

order the amendment i not germane. 
Mr. CHAli'ER of Wi. con in. l\1r. hairman, the amendm<'nt 

is germane. If you read the title of thi · bill, it is wid and 
swe ping in character, creating a great national parkway on 
both ·ide of the Potomac River. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1\fr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
What i the p int of order? 

The HAIRMAN. The point of order i that th paraaraph 
ugg sted by the gentleman from Wi ·con in is not germane . 

.. Ir. CRAMTON. I would like to expand that a littl . 1\lr. 
hairman. It i not germane becnuse the hill doe. not by it.' 

pa :--age nece~ arily m an the buying of thi particular area. 
There is nothing "'~thin thi bill as to bridge con truction, and 
I want to particularly direct the attention of the Chair to the 
fact that the bridge bill referred to was a private bill, would 
hav come up under a different calendar of the Hou~e ntir ly, 
and a bill for its repeal would be a priYate bill and would come 
up und r a diff rent calendar of the Bouse. and it i not, there
fore, in order or germane to this public legislation. This i for 
the acquisition of land and not nece arily the lund involved in 
the cou~truction of the bridge. 

Mr. CHAFER of Wi -con in. l\Ir. Chairman, I would like to 
be heard on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMA1T. The Chair i ready to rule. 
The ection under consideration ha one purpo e, nnd that 

i. the purcha ~e of uch land in the tate of Maryland and 
Virginia a· are nece .. sary and de ·imble for a park and parkway 
sy ·t m of th National Capital in the environ· of \Va~hington. 
Th ·e lands are to become a pat·t of the Ge rge \Va~hington 
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Memorial Parkway, If the bill is adopted. and to include the 
shores of the Potomac and adjacent land. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Wisconsin proposes to repeal an act per
taining to the construction of a toll bridge which has to do with 
an entirely different proposition, and is, therefore, outside the 
purpose of this section. 

The Ohair, therefore, sustains the point of order. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I have been 

on my feet trying to obtain recognition to discuss the point of 
order. After a Member makes a point of order against an 
amendment and argues the point, if you are then going to pre
clude those who offered the amendment from explaining to the 
Chair the reasons why the amendment is in order, I do not 
believe it would be very good practice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say that he had no dis
position, of course, to ignore the gentleman, always valuing his 
advice upon matters of points of order very highly, but the 
Chair has given the matter very careful consideration, and has 
made a ruling declaring that the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. LAGUARDIA : Page 3, line 22, after the word 

"Potomac," insert the words "and a free bridge across the Potomac 
at or near Great Falls." 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, my amendment is very 
clear. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman--
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am sorry; I have begun my argument; 

the gentleman is too late. 
Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman from New York yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. After I have explained my amendment. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I understand it and have no objection to 

it. [Laughter.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from New York. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, ~ offer the following 

amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment by Mr. TREADWAY: Page 3, line 25, after the word 

" Virginia," strike out " or p<>litical subdivisions thereof or from other 
responsible sources." 

Also on page 4, line 13, same language ; also in line 19, same 
language. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that so long 
as the Federal Government is to lend its credit in order to 
purchase land in either the States of N"irginia or Maryland, that 
we should deal directly with those Commonwealths. I see no 
reason why there should be inserted here the language which 
I offer an amendment to strike out. 

Why should the Federal Government deal with anything but 
the State to whom they are lending the money? This language 
would permit the Federal Government, acting through its 
agent, the Capital Park Commission, if in their judgment they 
see fit so to do, to deal with any county in Virginia or Mary
land. 

Now, the gentleman from Vi~ginia,, Mr. MooRE, for whose 
opinion we have such high regard, and whom we are sorry is 
not to continue as a Congressman after this Congress, stated 
on the floor a few moments ago, that the credit of one of these 
adjoining counties, namely Arlington, was practically exhausted. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman let me restate 
that? The resources of two counties are such that I did not 
think it was probable thl'.!t they would be interested. 

Mr. TREADWAY. The resources of the counties are such 
that probably they would not make an offer to enter into any 
transaction with the Federal Government, but we are permitting 
them to do so under the language of the bill. 

There is a provision further on in the bill which permits 
the Federal Government to pay all of the amount and look to 
the political subdivision to return the money. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TREADWAY. Yes. . 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Is it not a fact that that one subdivision 

has the power to kill the bill? 
Mr. TREADWAY. No; the States have it within their power 

to kill it, but this would permit advancing the money for the 
count-y which the gentleman from Virginia says has not much 
credit, and force us into that bargain. 

When we get down to the real facts of the case, · of course, 
we know that the Parking and Planning Commission is Colonel 
,Grant; he practically handles all these transactions. Although 

we have the highest opinion of his judgment, nevertheless I 
submit that if the Federal Government is going to lend money 
to .anybody it should be to the State itself and not with a 
county which by the admission of the Member representing it 
has not much credit. 

Therefore, I say that the language, "or political subdivision 
thereof," should be stricken out. 

I am offering it in connection with the subdivision A, and 
if adopted I will offer it where it occurs further on in the bill. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's amendment 
would kill the practical benefit of this part of the bill. We 
are much mO'I·e certain of getting cooperation, possibly not from 
the counties but from planning or park areas that are being 
organized in the communities most interested in the develop
ment. The States of Virginia and Maryland are large States, 
and to what extent they will participate remains to be seen, 
though the governor of each State is actively interested. I 
fear the gentleman's amendment would defeat this part of the 
bil1. 

Mr. TREADWAY. May I ask the gentleman if the source 
to which he refers is in any way an · organized or recognized 
body of any kind, or is it simply a group of people who have 
gotten together for the purpose of carrying out the purposes of 
this bill? 

Mr. CRAMTON. It says "or political subdivisions thereof." 
That is a legal entity that may be created by the State for the 
purpose of acquiring and maintaining these park areas. It may 
be a county or some other subdivisi<>n, as in Maryland, where 
they created a metropolitan area adjacent to the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's argument 
is all the more reason why my amendment should be adopted. 
I had no idea that he would go below the county, but he is 
going into a group of people who get together for the purpose 
of putting this bill into effect. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] confines his attention altogether 
to counties ; but, as the gentleman from Michigan has suggested, 
there are other subdivisions that might be in a position to 
raise money. There are the magisterial districts, as we call 
them, which are subdivisions of a county. I think it would be 
unfortunate to adopt the amendment, which certainly can not 
do any good and may do harm. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered . 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 2. Whenever it becomes necessary to acquire by condemnation 

proceedings any lands in the States of Virginia or Maryland for the 
purpose of carrying out the provisions of this act, such proceedings 
shall conform to the laws of the State affected in force at that time in 
reference to Federal condemnation proceedings. No payment shall be 
made for any such lands until the title thereto in the United States 
shall be satisfactory to the Attorney General of the United States. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read !IS follows : 
Amendment offered by ·Mr. CRAMTON: Beginning on page 6, in line 

25, after the word " act," strike out the remainder of line 25 and all 
of line 1, on page 7, and line 2 up to and including the word "proceed
ings " and insert in lieu thereof : " such acquisition shall be under and 
in accordance with the provisions of the act of August 1, 1888 (U. S. C., 
p. 1302, sec. 257) ." 

Mr. CRAMTON. Instead of a reference to the laws of a State 
as to condemnation, my amendment makes it refer to the Fed
eral condemnation statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEC, 4. There is hereby further authorized to be appropriated the sum 

of $16,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of any 
money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, 
for the acquiring of such lands in the District o! Columbia as are neces
sary and desirable for the suitable development of the National Capital 
park, parkway, and playground system in accordance with the provi
sions of the said act of· June 6, 1924, as amended, except as in this 
section otherwise provided. Such funds shall be appropriated for the 
fiscal year 1931 and thereafter as required for the expeditious, eco
nomical, and efficient accomplishment of the purposes of this act and 
shall be . reimbursed to the United States from any funds in the Treas
ury to the credit of the District of Columbia as follows, to wit: $1,000,-
000 on the 30th day of June, 1931, and $1,000,000 on the 30th day of 
June each year thereafter until the full amount expended hereunder is 
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r •lmbur d, without Jnt('r st. The Nntlonnl Cnpltnl Park nnd Planning 

ommitdon bull, b tore pur ·bu lug nny land: h J'cuuder for playground 
purpo , requ t!t from lh ommi~:~si<•n r of lbe Dl:~tt·ict of olumblu. n 
r~port tbN·con. 

Mr. WI Mr. bairman, I offer the following amend-
m nt whi h I nd to the d k. 

Th let·k r ad a · follow : 
Amendment ol! r d by Mr. Wr ·oo : Pu 'e 8, utter line 8, in ert n new 

s ctlon, to rend n follows : 
" .'J~r. t'S. The right of ongre s to alter or amend thi net is hereby 

rc rvcd." 

Mr. RAMTO :r. I hnve no objection to that. 
1'11 IIAII MAN. Th qu ·tiou is on the am ndment offered 

by th • g ntl mun from Arkan ·a . 
1'h<• am 'ndm nt wns agr d to. 
Mt'. •• 'II FElt of '\Vi ·con ·in. Mr. hairmnn, I have an 

am n<lmcnt which I d . ir t offer, t dd a new ection, as 
follow·: 

PrOt'ldtcl, Thnt no private toll bridge sball be built witbln the con
fine or the Gcorf(e Wu hlngton Memorial Pnrkwny nlong the Potomuc 
from fount V rnon ond Jlort Wn hlngton to rent Fulls. 

hairmnn, I mak the point of order 

Amcndm nt otrct· d by Mr. CIIAI!'ER of Witlcon In: Add n new cctlon : 
u Pror•icl cl, Tbn t no private toll bridge hall b built wltbin the confines 
ot the G orge Wnsblngton 1\lcmorial Parkway." 

Mr. IIAifltJH of Wi·con.ln. Mr. hai'rmun, I re pectfuUy 
ul.mit thnt thl. · am ndment i in ord r. The bill ha witle 

swc ping pr visi IP tor th d velopment of a gr at parkwny, 
ancl it is IHlrtl<:ui::Lrly in order in vlPw of the fact that the 
Lu nanlill nm min nt has lx'en intorporal<'tl, 'hich refer to 
n h'ridg ~·!thin th parkw~ly. lfurth •rmore. the act amending 
th riginnl bill, th net grunting the Gr at J.i'all Bridge Co. 
the right lo cr t tl1l prlvat toll bridge, wa mn ncled. That 
nnwndm nt also provided for donating to tlli bridge company 
c rtnJn land on whi ·h to place the abutments t the btidge. 
Therefor my uru ndmcnt iR germane, and I would appreciate 
H if the g ntl m.m who mal.: s the point of order would wilh
<lrnw it and kt the llou:e ' pre· it opinion on thi propo. i
lion. 

Mr. H 1 li)YER. Ir. hnirmun, will the gentleman yield? 
Ml'. ~ UA~"EH. of Wi. con. in. Ye .. 

Jr. RAM IDYER. I wnnt to k'llow wheth r un<l r the bill thi~ 
commiK i u or any gov rnmental authority bas the power to 
onl4t.rurt a brldg or bridg acros. the Potomac, connecting the 

}lnrkwny · n both r-;ld s ot the riY r? 
Mr. S 'IIAFER of '\Vis on. in. My undet-.tan<ling of the La
nnrdin nmcndm nt is that it give' them the full authority. 
Mr ... NELI~. Yes; it giv • them the full authority. 
Mt·. 1\1. JiJYEH.. If the bill i to con ·tru t a bridge, then 

cel'tainly th nmendment of the genU man from Wi •onsin is in 
onl •1·. 

Mr. RAMT N. It mi•.,.ht have been in order on another part 
r tIt . bill, but n t here. 
Mr. LA UARDIA. It is in harmony with the general object 

or th hill. 
Mt·. NELI.~. If th cllnlrmnn has not made up his mind, I 

woul<l lik to h b nr 1. 
'l'h • HAIRMAN (Mr. KETCHAM). Th hair will be glad 

to h •ur the gentleman. 

Mr. NELL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to m thi · bill grnnt::i 
a very broad power to the Parldng Commi · ·ion, and provides 
for the con truction of highways and appr aches and bridges 
and all the land that comes within thi~ g n ral parkway area, 
n delineated in the pictur · out in the conl1lor i under juris
diction and control of'the ·ommL" ion. As the gentleman from 
Mi hignn [1\Ir. 'R.AJ.ITON] admitted, it provide· for a free bridge. 
If I had offered an amendment prohibiting a power plant, it 
would ha-re been in ord r here. This is a limitation on the 
variou things which Congre ay it wants to be included in 
the park area. I think the amendment i entirely in order. It 
come in a a eparate ._ection of the bill, and relates to the 
general featm·e carried in the bill it. elf. 

1\Ir. CRAMTON. But the amendment of the gentleman re
lates to a matter dealt with in section 1. 

The HAIRMAJ.. ... 'l'he hair is ready to rule. It s em to 
the hair that the amendment now propo ed by the gentleman 
fr m Wiscon ·in a a new 'ction to the bill i in order. The 
amendment ffer d hy the gentleman from Wi on in to the first 
e tion wa clearly not germane to the language embodied in 

that ection, and the Chair, under tho e circum ·tances, held 
that the amendment was not germane. In thi in tance the 
amendment is drawn differently and is offered a a new ection 
to a bill that is very broad in its cope, embodying a' it does 
several ections pertaining to various propo itions. The Chair, 
therefore, overrules the point of order and holds the amendment 
germane. 

Mr. HAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I as!- unani-
mou con ent to perfect my amendm nt. In my ha ·te I framed 
it imperfectly. I wish to modify it. 

The 'HAIRMA.:'T. ·without objection, the I rk will reatl 
the perfected amendment offered by the gentleman from Wi ,_ 
con.:in [Mr. ScHAFER]. 

There was no objection. 
The lerk read as follows : 
Amendment otiered by Mr. SCHAFER of Wlscon in : At tbe end of 

tbe bill add a new section as follows : " Sec. 6. That no private toll 
bridge sball be built within the confine of the George Wu bington 
Parkway." 

Mr. M ORE of Virginia. :Mr. Chairman, I ri ·e in oppo itlon 
to the amendment. 

The HAIR:\IAN. The gentleman from Virginia i recog
ni7.ed. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. hairman, I hope the Hou e 
will reject the amendment. A I said a few moments ag . there 
wn authorlty given by an act of the last Congr .·" to con ·truct 
a toll bridge, and that bridge, I am informed, is now aLout to 
be con tructed. 

If the bridge hould be built, the Government will have no 
difficulty in taking it over and u ing it as a free bridge. 

On the other hand, nobody can forecast how long it will tal<e 
to carry out the project contemplated by thi bill. It may be 
year . Meanwhile there will be no methotl of travel aero.·s the 
Potomac Htver at or near the Falls. Is there any jru·tice in 
def ating the effort'3 of the Maryland and Virginia public to 
have provided a means of communication between th , 'tat~ 
aero.· the river, e\'"en if it be a toll brid(Pe, pending the un-
ertainty a to when this bill, should it become a law, will 

b carried into effect and a free bridge constructe<l? 
Thi is nothing more nor le than a renewal of the effort 

mude by the gentleman from Wi ·con in in the la t ongre · to 
defeat the bill authorizing the construction of the bridge. 
Tllat bill wa pa.., d and then repn~' d, providing for n bridge 
nero the river at the point in que tion. It eem cl ar that 
the public interest will not be ~erved by adopting the gentle
man' am ndment. If hi amendment, on the contrary, i · re
jected, the public intere t can not uffer at all, becau~e when -the 
time arrives the whole matter is going to be in the di cretion of 
the Government and there can be a free bridge in tead of a 
toll bridge. 

Mr. dBER~ETHY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. MOORE of Yirginia. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. ABER.~;.,.ETHY. Congre is a. ked to appropriate from 

25,000.000 to 50,000,000 for this parkway, and tlw~ peopl 
who own the toll bridge will be the beneficiarie of it. Will 
not thi be an entirely different situation from what wa · tat d 
before? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. No; it will not be a new . ituation. 
... :ro new ·ituation ha been created. The ituation will not be 
changed until this new legislation goes into effect, and heaven 
only knows when anything will be <lone in execution of it pur
po e so far ns Maryland and Virginia are oncerne<l. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE of ,Virginia. Yes. 
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. Are we legislating to-day for a great 

public park for the benefit of the public or are we legislating 
to furnish profit to the owners of the toll bridge? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. It was not necessary for the gen
tleman to ask that question. I have already stated that this 
proposed legislation is not in any case going to inure to the 
benefit of a private bridge company, becauEe when it becomes 
certain that the thing contemplated by the bill is done, it will 
be equally certain that the public will acquire the ownership of 
that bridge. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. No. The gentleman who has asked 
me to yield is known to have persistently opposed all private 
toll bridges. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. Is it not a fact that private interests 
have already gone to considerable expense under this former 
act? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. As my friend from Texas says, 
and it is a good suggestion, private interests have already in
curred expense. The bridge company has made its plans, has 
employed its engineers, has submitted the whole matter to the 
War Department, has gotten a permit, and, as I am informed, 
has secured the money, and is about to begin construction. 
Yet forsooth, here now, on the urgent appeal of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, who has been a relentless foe of the bridge, 
t:-e House is asked to support his amendment and destroy the 
possibility almost, certainly during all of my time and the time 
of many gentlemen whom I am facing and perhaps a much 
longer time, of the construction of this means of crossing the 
river. And we are asked to support the amendment without 
knowing who is to bear the expense of building a free bridge. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
all debate on this amendment close in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent that all debate on this amendment close in five 
minutes. Is there objection? 
. There was no objection. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I wish the 
Chair would advise me when I have cons"med two minutes. I 
do not want to repeat the argument I have advanced on the 
floor of the House a few minutes ago. This is the case of the 
people of the United States against a private toll bridge mo
nopoly. We are voting many millions of dollars, $23,000,000, 
in this bill, for a great parkway system in the Nation's Capital. 
It would be telTible to send out to the country the news that 
we are voting many millions of the people's money for this great 
parkway and at the same time that we vote down an amend
ment which merely prohibits a private toll bridge within the 
confines of said parkway. Let this private toll bridge monopoly 
erect their bridge outside the confines of this parkway if they 
still desire to build it. 

I believe the sentiment of this House is in favor of my amend
ment and I will not unduly burden you at this late hour with 
further argument. I rest the case of the American people 
against the private toll bridge monopolistic monstrosity on its 
merits. [Applause.] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin and Mr .. COCHRAN of Missouri 
rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are four minutes of the five minutes 
remaining, and the Chair recognizes the gentleman from Wis
consin [Mr. CooPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the 
jmportance of this proposition. I dislike exceedingly to oppose 
anything advocated by the very distinguished gentleman, my 
good friend from Virginia, Judge MooRE. There is no man in 
the House for whom I have a higher regard; but here is a propo
sition that seems to me, with all respect to him, to be absolutely 
without excuse or justification. We are asked to spend out of 
the money of the taxpayers of the United States more than 
$20,000,000 to construct a magnificent parkway in memory of 
the world's foremost man, George Washington [applause], and 
at the same time we are asked to permit a private corporation 
to put a bridge within this park and make travelers pay tolls 
to go from one side of it to the other. 

One of the most instructive, beautiful drives in the world, 
when these contemplated improvements have all been perfected, 
will be the drive from the Capitol, through the Mall, past the 
great Monument to Washington, past the majestic Memorial to 
Lincoln, up the river to the Falls, across the bridge and down 
on the other side, past Arlington, to Mount Vernon. More 
than any other road in all the world it will teach true patriot
ism and thrill the hears of lovers of liberty. 

Thousands of automobiles will go over that bridge on Sun
oays, hundreds will go over it on every other day. The gentle
man from Missouri told us during the last session of Congress 

about one bridge that took in more than $100,000 last year in 
tolls ; and yet we are asked to spend millions of the money of 
the taxpayers for the construction of a splendid memorial park, 
and then, within it, to permit a private company to erect a 
bridge and, as I have said, to charge tolls for crossing from 
one side of the park to the other. I am against that proposi· 
tion, and shall vote for the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I simply want to tell the gentle

man that there is in the law providing for the erection of a toll 
bridge at Great Falls a clause which provides that nobody can 
take it over for 20 years. If I am wrong I ask to be corrected. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 'l~hey will not be able to sell any bonds 
now. -

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wi~consin 
has expired. All time has expired. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Under the rule the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. KETCHAM, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 26) 
for the acquisition, establishment, and development of the 
George Washington Memorial Parkway along the Potomac from 
Mount Vernon and Fort Washington to the Great Falls, and to 
provide for the acquisition of lands in the District of Columbia 
and the States of Maryland and Virginia requisite to the com
prehensive park, parkway, and playground system of the Na
tional Capital, and had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with sundry amendments, with the recommenda
tion that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as 
amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. Th~ previous question having been ordere'd 
under the rule, is a separate vote demanded on any amendment? 
If not, the Ohair will put them en gros . 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

and was read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. The question i~ on the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

RAMSEYER) there were--ayes 199, noes 24. 
Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

· The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the. 
yeas and nays. As many as favor taking this vote by the yeas 
and nays will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] 
Thirteen Members have risen, not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were refused, and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. ELLIOTT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
STATE FAIRS 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my own remarks briefly on the State fair. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, there appeared in the CoNGRES

SIONAL RECORD of January 29 a statement by my friend, the gen
tleman from Texas, Mr. SuMNERS, a statement relative to the 
rank of attendance among the several State fairs of the great 
agricultural States. 

Attention was called to the absence of his imperial State of 
Texas as one of the contenders for leadership among the State 
fairs. If Texas is properly classified among the other States 
as a State-fair State then its attendance leads them all. How
ever, the list from which I used figures in a speech made by 
me on the floor of the House on January 27, regarded as official, 
did not include the State of Texas. 

An examination of the bibliography of the Texas Fair obtain
able from the Congressional Library reveals these facts : The 
State of Texas does not appear to exercise any supervision or 
control over the magnificent exposition annually held in the 
city of Dallas; neither does the State contribute anything 
toward its conduct or upkeep, as is generally the case in other 
State fairs of the West. 

Further, the grounds occupied by the Texas fair is used as a 
Dallas park for 11 months of the year, under the control of 
the city. During that month a fair or exposition is held for a 
period of about 16 days, or double the time of Western State 
fairs. 

Referring to my second table giving the rank of State-fair 
States as to attendance by the inhabitants thereof, if Texas 
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obj ction to th reque t of the 

Member of the 

OJOOIWE W.A til GTON MEMORllL PARKW Y 

{r. ELLI TT. Mr. Sp ak r, I ask unanimou con ·ent that 
nil rem r mny hnv five l g' lativc day within which to ex
t 11(1 th lr own r mark on the bill ju ·t pa "ed. 

Th PE (FJR. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
m us con nt that all Member may have flve legislative days 
in wbi ·h to e tend their own remark on the bill just pa sed. 
I th r obj ction? 

Ther wa no objection. 
1\lr. SPR L f Illinol . Mr. p aker, I am supporting this 

bfll, nnd I ougrutulnte my good fli.end and colleague, Repre
utative 'RA n'O , of Michigan, for introducing it, because it 

i~:~ a sound buslne proposition and promotes patriotism. From 

my own personal ob ervation I can a ure you, my colleagues, 
becau~e I saw in my home city 37,000 acres in fore ' t re erves 
bought at the rate of $100 to 150 an a ·re which is worth to-day 
at lea t $1,000 an acre. I have seen mall parks e ·tal>li ·bed all 
over the city of Chicago, and wherever we put in a :::mall park, 
a playground, and a wimming pool I have ·een a direct r ~ ult 
in happier anll better citizen." which no amount of money could 
buy. And I can tell you, too, that our great and good friend, the 
late Martin B. Aadden, one of the mo t careful men regarding 
cxp n<.liture of the people'" money to ever .it in ongre~ , if he 
were h re to-day would .·ay thi same thing, becau~ we have 
talked it over toaether many time . It is a fitting memorial to 
him that wimmin., pool are being built in various part.- of th 
National Capital, a· he planned as a 1·e ·ult of the demon tration 
given in Chicago. 

I am upporting thi · bill because I feel very confidently that 
my home people and the people of the whole country are willing 
to take every cent of thi 23,000,000, or v ra.l time that 
amount if nece :ary, entirely from the Federal TreaHury to 
beautify and give a proper etting to the apital ity. Rut 
the bigge t part of the appropriation which thi · bill aulhorize 
will be returned to the 'l'rea ·ury at the rate of 1,0 .000 a 
year for 16 y ars from Di b·ict of Columbia rev .nue . and the 
other $7,000,000 calls for exoen<.liture of more than that amount 
by the tates of Virginia and Maryland within their own bor
ders to give a proper cenic, land caped etting to our apital 
City to delight the eye and be enjoyed a a recreational area 
by vi itors from my tate and your State and very part of the 
world. 

I mu t upport tbi bill to be con i tent, becau, e ix year 
ago-and I say it proudly-! helped to pa the bill de igned to 
pres rve "Orne of the remaining areas ab ut the Capital which 
wer rapidly being de poiled by crowded real estate and imlu -
trial development , and which were con ider d es ential for 
rounding out th park and playaround sy tern for the \Va!:'h
ington of the future. With this le..,.islation my dear friend 
Martin Madden wa in hearty sympathy. We created the 
National Capital Park and Planning Commi sion six years aao 
to develop a compreben iv , consi tent, and coordinat d plan of 
parkway development. Th mea ·ure before u to-day is one 
of the mo t important features of their program. 

I mu t support thi bill. because ix years ago I hel~d to 
inaugurate this bu ines like program of con ervation, and la ·t 
week a a member of the Rule Committee I help d to r port 
out a rule giving this legi lation preferential consideration, 
believing, as I m 't sincerely do, that it i real bu ines conomy 
and a wi e expenditure of the people's money for omething 
which they will njoy and applaud. 

Congres man CRAMTON ha explained much better than I could 
what thi bill does in pres rving the natural beautie and the 
hi toric stretch along the Potomac River, making a matchless 
palisade drive available for the people of my dLtrict and yom·s, 
which touches the principal brines of the Father of his Coun
try-his home and bUiial place, the Capital City he foun<.lcd, 
his early engineering project . 

Mr. CRAMTON bas touched on the oppo ition of the powcr
d yelopment intere t . A an ageina man, who has climbed 
the hill of life, tood on the hill top and gazed toward th 
horizon, who bas een a great city grow and become cong ~ted, 
a one now walking in the valley and somewhat remov d 
from the turmoil of the crowd d mart of trade and the 
crumble of many people, may I leave with you a thought? 

Thi Capital City, de igned to be the most wonderful in the 
world, ,,·bich Pr ·ident Coolid"'e said we mu t make a "soul 
city" and to the de~elopment and beautification of which 
Pr~ident Hoover ay we mu t give our best efforts, i · but n 
entua and a quarter old. It bas many centuries to live and 

expand. It ba already grown far beyond the ori"inal "10 
mile square." It must not b crowded. Now is the time to 
safeguard the future by providina breathing pa<: , parkway . . 
and recreation grounds. It is the greatest thing we can do 
for the Capital of the future. 

That young poet hero of the \Vorld War, who " leep where 
poppie blow" in Fland r Field, has given to ages yet to 
orne one great thought-" Only God can make a tree." God 

bas given to various parts of our country rich depo its of gold 
and silver and iron and phosphate and what not. To otb r 
localitie He bas given scenery matchless in it grandeur, a · · 
each of our great national park , distinctively individual in it · 
chief characteristics, so plainly testifies. 

God bas given to Wa.·bington, the Nation's Capital, a rrorge 
and Great Falls on the Potomac, with palisades along either 
bank, which world travelers as~ ure us can not be matched 
anywhere in all creation. That is God's gift to us, but not to 
us alone, it is for po terity. We are the custodians for a 
brief time. This beauty, which the band of man can not dupU-
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cate, must not be desponed by the hand of man. It is our trust 
to hold this beauty inviolate as a heritage for the future gen
erations. Succeeding generations may build greater buildings, 
but we know that they can never build anything as beautiful 
as the gorge and Great Falls of the Potomac, which we here 
to-day pledge ourselves to preserve for our children's children 
in generations yet unborn. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, I am opposed to H. R. 26 to provide for a parkway along 
the Potomac River and authorizing an appropriation of $7,000,000 
of money from the Public Treasury and loaning to the District of 
Columbia $12,000,000 without interest, to be paid back within a 
period of 12 years, $1,000,000 to be refunded each year. Not 
only that, but since the bill has been under consideration, a fur
ther provision has been added to it to build a free bridge across 
the Potomac that will cost in all probability not less than 
$10,000,000. You are just about completing the Lincoln Me
morial Bridge at a cost of around $15,000,000. 

Not only that, when this park is established it will cost $250,-
000 per year to maintain it. 

The money being spent for this purpose is the money gathered 
in taxes from the entire people of the United States. I am not 
willing to vote to spend the people's money in this way, and shall 
not do so. There are so many ways this could be used to develop 
this great Nation of ours. There are very few post-office build
ings in the smaller towns and county seats and there is a great 
need for one in each county. It would be economy to build them 
and save the rent the Government is now paying with this 
money spent this way. 

It could be spent in aid of the rural schools o"j: the States and 
give each boy and girl in the rural districts a chance to secure 
a good education, and bring a tine return from the money. 
Money spent in parks gives no income whatever and one must 
spend more money each year to keep them up. 

There are many of our soldier boys now denied compensation 
on account of some technicality in the law that are in dire need 
of help, and if this money was spent for their relief and that 
of their families it would be well spent. I hope to see the law 
amended before the close of this session so that no worthy vet
eran will be denied that which is justly due him. 

If it was found to be wise to make a vast area of the lands into 
a park, before any bill is passed to make the area into a park 
options should be taken in advance so that the land speculators 
could not, as will likely be done in this case, acquire the lands 
not now owned by them and sell them to the park commission 
at an unreasonable price. There is no limit in this bill as to 
what the bridge is to cost. It might cost ten or twelve millions 
of dollars. No individual would do business in this loose man
ner, nor should we permit it to be done on the part of the Gov
ernment. 

We are to-day collecting every kind of tax imaginable-in
heritance tax, income tax, tariff tax, privilege tax, license tax, 
and every other kind that could be thought of. 

The power to tax is the power to destroy. Money not needed 
for the necessary expenses of the Government should be left in 
the pockets of the people. 

People living in the United States are willing to be taxed to 
support a great Government like ours, but they are not willing 
to have it spent in this way. 

There are about 130,000,000 of people in the United States 
and at least 124,000,000 of them will never see this park or 
cross this bridge. Then, I ask you, why they should be taxed 
for it and have their money spent in this way? 

Mount Vernon, the home of George Washington, the first Pres
ident of the United States, is to be a part of this park. Mount 
Vernon is now cared for and managed by the Mount Vernon 
Association of our noble women. Be it said to their credit, 
they have kept it well and preserved its beauty to this good day, 
and it is my desire that they and their daughters to follow 
after them, should forever care for it and keep it as it is now 
kept. 

When I go out there and stand at the foot of the tomb of this 
great man-the Father of our Country-! almost feel that I am 
on holy ground. 

When I think of the great Government that he established, 
having due regard for the people that were to be taxed to carry 
it on, I am made to wonder, if he could come back to earth 
to-day, what he would think of the extravagant Government 
you have set up for and instead of the Government of economy 
established by him. 

More money will be spent on this park and in the building of 
this free bridge over the Potomac in the next 12 years than was 
spent for the expenses of this Government the first 12 years of 
its existance. 

You in the majority party can pass any legislation that you 
want passed and could defeat ~ny that ~hould no! b~ p~~eg, 

and the responsibility is yours. You will be called to account 
at no far-distant day for such legislation as this. 

LEA.VE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to-
Mr. DoUGLASS of Massachusetts, for three days, on account 

of important business. 
Mr. JAMES (at the request of Mr. MAPES), indefinitely, on 

account of illness. 
ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 27 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 31, 1930, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of commit- 1 

tee hearings scheduled for Friday, January 31, 1930, as reported 
to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

(10.30 a.m. and 2 p.m.) 
Navy Department appropriation bill. 
Deficiency appropriation bill. 
District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

COMM:I'l'TEID ON THE JUDICI.ARY--8UBCOMMITTEI!l NO, 1 

(10 a.m.) 
To make the Star-Spangled Banner the national anthem 

(H. R. 14 and H. J. Res. 47). 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA-SUBCOMMITTEE ON 

POLICE AND FIREMEN 

(10 a.m.) 
To fix the salaries of officers and members of the Metropolitan 

police force and the fire department of the District of Columbia 
(H. R. 5713). 

COMMITTEE ON WORLD WAR VETER..ANS' LEGISLATION 

(10 a. m.) 
To amend the World War. veterans' act, 1924 (H. R. 7825). 1 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were. 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
295. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, trans

mitting draft of a proposed bill to provide for the modernization 
of the United States Naval Observatory at Washington, D. C.; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

296. A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting 
letter from the Secretary of State transmitting report of an 
accumulation of papers which are not needed in the transaction 
of public business and have no permanent value or historical 
interest; to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Exe-cutive 
Papers. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 

185. A bill to amend section 180, title 28, United States Code, 
as amended; with amendment (Rept. No. 565). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Commlttee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. H. R. 8287. A bill granting the consent of Congress 
to the State Highway Commission of Virginia to maintain a 
bridge already constructed across ·the Shenandoah River in 
Clarke County, Va., United States Route No. 50; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 566). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 8705. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Rock River at or near Prophetstown, Ill.; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 567). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 8706. A bill granting the consent of Congress to 
the State of Illinois to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Pecatonica River at or near Freepvrt, Ill.; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 568). Referred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. KNUTSON: Committee on Pensions. H. R. 9323. A bill 

gr_J!nti~ pensions ~nd inc~e~se of pensions to. certain soldier~ 
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and allors of the Regular Army and Navy, etc., and certain 

ldi rs and sailor f wars other than the Civil War, and to 
wid ws of uch ·oldiers and sailor'; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 56~). Rcferr d to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. IIRI '£ AU: ommitl eon Claim . H. R. 2646. A bill 
f r tb rcli f of Alfr<'d Harrl ; \Ylthout amendment (Rept. No. 
G<W). R fcrr xi to the ommittce of the ·whole House. 

IIANGE OF REFERE CE 
Uncler c1 u~c 2 of I ule ... ~xn, the Committ e on Claim was 

di · • l~tu·g d fr m th ·on id ration of th bill (B. R. 93) for 
th r lief of hnrl G. M ttl r, and the ame was 1·eferred to 
the ommitt ' n the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AI\"'D RESOLUTIONS 
Undet· clause 1 of Hule XXII, private bill and re. olutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (H. R. 9337) granting an in· 

crea e of pension to Mary L. Frey ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pen ion . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 933 ) granting a pen -·ion to Angeline John
son ; to the Committee on In-ralid Pen ~ion., 

AI o, n bill (H. R. 9339) granting an increa e of pen ion to 
Mary M. Conner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen~ton . 

AI ·o, a bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pen ion to amantha A. 
Bro ·zt; to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 

ALo, a bill (H. R. 9341) granting an increa. e of pension to 
Maria J. Pa toriu ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. 

Al. o, a bill (H. R. 9342) granting a pen. ion to Dai y Barnett; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pen . .ions. 

Al ·o, a bill (B. R. 9343) making .1.. Taney J. Litman eligible to 
receiYe the benefits of the ch~ service retirement act; to the 
Committee on the Civil Ser-rice. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. 9344) for the relief of Richard J. Slater; 
to the Committee on Military Affair . 

By Mr. BECK: A bill (ll. R. ~345) granting a pen~ion to 
Mary Hoyt and seven dependent children ; to the Colllillittee on 
Pension . 

By Mr. BRAl D of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9346) granting an in
crea e of pension to }florence H. Neff; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pen ion . 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 9347) for the relief of 
idney J. Lock; to the Committee on .Military Affair . . 
AI , a bill (H. R. 934 ) to amend an a t entitled "An act to 

recognize the high public ervice rendered by .Major Wnlter 
R d and tho e a ociat d with him in the di~coYery of the cau e 
and means of tran mi ion of yellow fe-rer," approved F bruary 
2 1929 by includina Roger P. Ames among tho e honored by 
sat<l act'; to the Committee on Military Affair". 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9349) for the relief of the Farmers State 
Bank Georaetown, Tex. ; to the Committee on Claim . 

By' Mr. DRANE: A bill (H. R. 9350) granting an increal'le 
of n ion to Hugh M. Solomon ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By .Mr. E TERLY: A bill (H. R. 9351) grantin..,. an increa. e 
of pen ion to Mary Peifer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HESS: A bill (II. R. 9352) granting a pen ion to 
Rowena Grice; to the Committee on Invalid Pen ion . 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 9353) for the relief of William 
T. Stiles; to the Committee on Claims. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 9354) for the I'elief of Okaw Dairy Co.; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

AI o, a bill (II. R. 935:5) for the relief of AI Weaver; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (B. R. 9356) granting an increa e 
of pen ion to hiloh ally; to the Committee on Pen ions. 

By Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia: A bill (B. R. 9357) grant
ing a pen ion to Samuel B. Jenkin ; to the Committee on 
Pen ions. 

By Mr . McCORMICK of Illinoi : A bill (H. R. 935 ) grant
ing a pen ion to lara batlain; to the Committee on Pen. ion·. 

By Mr . .MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 9359) granting an incrca. e 
of pen ion to Elizabeth C. Hague; to the Committee on Invalid 
P n ion . 

Al o a bill (H. R. 9360) granting an increa e of pen~ion t-.o 
Adalin~ .McAnaney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen ion . 

By Mt'. BAR OURT J. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 9361) for 
th relief of William B. Bald\ ·in ; to the Committee on laims. 

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 9362) for the relief of 
Charle E. Dern; to the Committee on Military .A.ffair . 

Al o a bill (H. R. 9363) granting an increa e of pen ion to 
Gertru'de Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pen ion . 

BY Mr. QUAYLE: A bill (H. R. 9364) conferring juri ·diction 
upon the Court of Claim of the United State to henr, adjudi· 
cnte and render judgment on the claim of Hazel L. Fauber, as 
admlni tratrix cum testamento annexo, under the last will and 
t tament of William Harri on Fauber, decea. ed. against the 
Unit d State , for the u e or manufacture of i~vention of 
William Harri on Fauber, decea. ed; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 9365) granting an in
crea~ e of pen~ ion to Broni lawn Wypiew ki; to the Committee 
on Pen ions. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 93GG) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 
to the ommittee on Pen ion . 

By Mr. WHITLEY: A bill (H. R. 9367) granting an increa e 
of pension to Orpha H. Lawton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pen ions. 
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By Mr. YON: A. bill -(H. R. 9368) for the relief of James 

Russell Davis, jr.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. · 
By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill · (H. R. 9369) granting an increa~e 

of pension to Clara F. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

./ PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: . 
3797. By Mr. BAIRD: Petition of residents of the Ohio 

Soldiers and Sailors' Home, Erie County, Ohio, urging support 
of legislation extending the provisions of the Wo,rld 'Yar :;tct of 
1924; to the Committee on World War Veter:;ms Leg~slatwn.-

3798. Also, memorial of city council of Tiffin, OhiO, urgmg 
enactment of legislation for relief of Spanish War veterans; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

3799. By Mr. BECK: Petition of Thomas McNally and 53 
others, citizens of Philadelphia, urging increased rates of J?en
sion to the men who served in the armed forces of the. Umted 
States during the Spanish War period; to the Committee on 
Pensions. · .. 

3800. Also, petition of Thomas W. Clark and 25. others, citi
zens of Philadelphia, to extend the date of service-connected 
disability allowance to January 1, 1930, to allow the benefits 
of compensation to disabled veterans of the World War who 
developed active tuberculosis prior to January 1, 1930; to the 
Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

3801. By Mr. BRIGGS: Resolution of Galveston Rotary Club 
of Galveston, Tex., opposed to chain banking; to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

3802. By Mr. BROWNING: Petition of John H. Fergueson, 
Camden. Tenn., and other residents of Benton County, Tenn.; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

3803. By Mr. BUCKBEE: Petition of John E. Hughes and 50 
other citizens of Mendota, Ill., asking for early passage of 
House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pensions to ~he 
men who served in the armed forces of the United States durmg 
the Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3804. Also, petition of Everett Leonard and 70 other citizens 
of Sycamore, Ill., asking for spee~y consideration and pass.age of 
House bill 2562, providing for mcreased rates of pensiOn to 
Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3805. Also, petition of Joseph Gatiss and 122 other citizens of 
Earlville, Ill., asking for speedy consideration and passage of 
House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the 
men who served in the Spanish-American War; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

3806. By Mr. CARTER of California: Petition signed by F. S. 
Foster J ohn Quinn, and 58 others of Alameda, County, Calif., 
urging' the passage of House bill 2562, granting increased pen
sion to veterans of the Spanish War; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3807. By Mr. CHALMERS : Petition signed by residents of 
Toledo Ohio, urging the passage of legislation increasing the 
pensio~s of all Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3808. By Mr. CHINDBLOM: Petition of C. A. Brune and 24 
other citizens of Zion, Ill., indorsing House bill 2562 and Senate 
bill 476, providing increased pensions for Spanish-American War 
veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3809. Also, petition of John C. Streit and 77 other citizens of 
Chicago, Ill., indorsing House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, 
providing increased pensions for Spanish-American War vet
erans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3810. By Mr. DEMPSEY: Petition signed by 59 residents of 
Niagara County, N. Y., urging speedy consideration and passage 
of House biil 2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3811. By Mr. DRANE: Petition of citizens of Lake County, 
Fla., in behalf of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476; to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 

3812. Also, petition of citizens of Hillsborough County, Fla., 
in behalf of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476; to the Commit
tee on Pensions. 

3813. Also, petition of citizens of Eustis, Fla,., in behalf of 
House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

8814. Also, petition of citizens of Sarasota, Fla., in behalf of 
House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

3815. By Mr. EATON of Colorado; Petition signed by 22 
voters of Denver, Colo., petitioning for the passage of House bill 
2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3816. Also, petition signed by 83 voters of Denver, Co!o., peti
tioning for the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

3817. By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of .H. L. Cherryholmes and 93 
other indorsers, for the purpose of securing speedy consideration 
and passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing 
for increased rates of pension to men who served in the armed 
forces of the United States during the period of the Spanish
American War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3818. By Mr. GIFFORD : Petition of the clerk of the city of 
New Bedford, Mass., urging Congress to enact House Joint Reso
lution 167, directing the President of the United States to 
proclaim October 11 of each year as General Pulaski's memorial 
day; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

3819. By Mr. GOODWIN: Petition of A. B. Belling and 96 
other residents of Finlayson, Minn., requesting and urging favor
able consideration for immediate legislation for an increase in 
pension of Union veterans of the Civil War, an increased 
amount of pension to those veterans requiring aid and attend
ance, an increased amount for the veterans totally blind, and 
also an increase in the amount of pension of every Civil War 
widow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3820. Also, petition of John U. Grow, Theodore 0. Zieman, 
and 61 other residents of Princeton, Minn., requesting and urg
ing favorable consideration of Senate bill 476 and House bill 
2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the men who 
served in the armed forces of the United States during the 
period of the Spanish-American War, and petitioning Congress 
to use every endeavor to enact this legislation ; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

3821. By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of a few residents of King 
County, indorsing the Spanish War pension bill; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

3822. By Mr. HALL of North Dakota: Petition of 35 citizens 
of Edmunds, N. Dak., urging that immediate steps be taken to 
bring to a vote a Civil War pension bill, in order that relief 
may be accorded to needy and suffering veterans and widows ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Penoions. 

3823. By Mr. HARDY: Petition signed by 125 residents of 
Fort Lyon, Colo., urging the passage of a bill to. increase the 
pensions of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

3824. Also, petition signed by 100 resiclents of Pueblo, Colo., 
urging the passage of a bill to increase the pensions of Spanish 
War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3825. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of August C. Groll and other 
citizens of Elkhart, Ind., urging the early passage of a bill 
increasing the pensions of Spanish War veterans; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

3826. By Mr. HOOPER: Petition of James Kennedy and 36 
other residents of Branch County, 1\Iich., relative to increase of 
pension for Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

3827. By Mr. HUDDLESTON: Petition of numerous residents 
of Jefferson County, Ala., in behalf of more liberal pensions for 
Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3828. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of citizens 
of Aberdeen, Wash., urging passage of increased pension meas
ures for Civil War veterans and widows of veterans; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3829. Also, petition of citizens of South Bend, Wash., appeal
ing for passage of legislation to provide increased pension bene
fits to Spanish War veterans and widows of veterans; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

3830. By Mr. KEARNS : Petition of Rufus Adamson and 
other residents of Clermont County, in the sixth congressional 
district of Ohio, urging the passage of House bill 2562, to in
crease the rates of pension for Spanish War veterans; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

3831. By Mr. KINCHELOE: Petition signed by W. I. LaRue, 
Blanchard Haward, and 21 other citizens of Henderson, Ky., 
urging passage of legislation providing for increased rates of 
pension to Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

3832. By Mr. KOPP: Petition of Walter W. Stimpson, of Fort 
Madison Jowa and many other citizens of that city, urging 
the pass~ge of 'senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, to increase 
the pensions of all Spanish-American soldiers; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

3833. Also, petition of George C. Woods, of Fairfield, Iowa, 
and many other citizens of Jefferson County and Henry County, 
Iowa urging increased pensions for Spanish-American War 
soldi~rs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

3834. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of E. Martin and 64 other 
residents of Olivia, Minn., urging speedy passage of House bill 
2562 · to the Committee on Pensions. 

38S5. By Mrs. LANGLEY: Petition of Abraham L. Farler, 
Dan Shepherd, Rachel Shepherd, and 52 other citizens of Perry 
County, Ky., urging speedy consideration and the passage of 
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Buchanan, commander, urging enactment of Senate bill 476 
and Hou e bill 2562, granting increa ed pen ion to puni li
American ·war veteran ; to the Committee on Pen i ns. 

3 55. AI, o, petition of P. C. Tyrrell and 75 other re ident.· 
of the city of Elgin, Ill., urging enactment of enate bill 476 and 
llou~ bill 2562, granting increu ed pen~'ions to pani. ·h-Ameri
can ·war veteran : to the ommittee on Pen ions. 

3, 56. By l\Ir. 'ELVIG: P tition of Twin ity Milk Producers 
of Minnesota, urging enactment of House bill 6, to increa. ·e rev
enue in Minue ota from butterfat; to the 'ommittee on Agri
·ulture. 

3 -7. AI , petition of ~1inne ota Farm Bureau Federation, 
upporting Hou e bill 6, and urging enactment of it for purpo e 

of bringing c rtain cooking compound under definition of oleo
margarine: to the ommittee on Aaricultnre. 

385 . Also, petition of Land O'Lukes reameries (Inc.), urg
ing prompt enactm nt of Hou e bill 6, who e purpose i to bring 
certain cooking compound under definition of oleomargarine; 
to the ommitte on Aariculture. 

3 59. Al·o, re olution of t. Paul Goodwill Indu ·tries (Inc.), 
ur!ting oni!I'e to enact Hou · bill 7138, providing for the con
tinuan ·e of Federal aid for the vocational rehabilitation of di ·
abled per ·on. ; to the Committee on Education. 

3 60. By Mr. THAT HER: Petition igned by Edward White
head and others, of Loui ville, Ky., urging incr a ·e of pen ·ions 
to pani. h War veterans; to the Committee on Pen ions. 

3 1. By 1\Ir. WHITEHEAD: Petition of Colonel William 
alle Camp, No. 9, Department of Virginia, United vanish War 

Veteran , Danville, Va., uraing the enactment of Hou ·e bill 
256'~. for increa~e of pen ions to pani h-Americnn ·war veter
nn, ; to the Committee on Pen ions. 

3 2. AI.·o, petition of W. W. Adam and other ·, of Halifax, 
Y u., urging the enactment of Hou. ·e bill 2JG2, for incr a e of 
pension to Spani h-American War veteran ; to the ommittee 
on r n.·ion . 

3 63. By Mr. WILLIAM ' : Petition signed by I. W. Austin 
und 2 other re~ident of Iowa Park, Tex., praying Conare •. to 
pa leai.·lation to increa ·e pen ion to pani ·b-Amerienn vet
eran·; to the ommittee on Pen ion~. 

3 64. By Mr. WHITTINGTON: Petition of H. M. Si. loff and 
other , urging Congre s to pn~ s the Spani h-American pension 
bill ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

E ... :rATE 
FRIDAY, January 31, 1930 

(Leg~lative day of Monday, Jamuary 6, 1930) 

The enate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
rece . 

CORRJIXJTIO OF THE BJOOORD 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Pr ident, some time ago in di. cu ing 
an item of tbi bill relative to paint I ..,tated as to Holland: 

In their schools nothing can be u ed except a product which i mnde 
In Holland. 

I thought at the time that I bad ample warrant for my tate
ment and ·uppo ed it wa correct, but I have since been as
~ured, on authority which I can not que tion, that I wa 
mi taken, and that Holland does not prohibit in her chools, as 
I wa informed, the u e of the product of other countries. 
Therefore, I wi h to correct my tat ment as publicly a I made 
it, and I regret that I fell into the error. 

DI P ITION OF UBELES PAPERS 

The PRE. !DENT pro tempore laid before the enate a com
munication from the Acting ecretary of State, transmitting, 
pur uant to law, a list of u le papers in the file of the 'tate 
D partment which are not ne ded in the transaction of hu:ines · 
and have no permanent value or hi toric intere ·t, and a king 
for action looking toward their di po ition, which wa referred 
to a Joint Select Committ eon the Disposition of U ele Paper 
in the Executive Department . 

The PRE IDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. BonAII and 1\Ir. 
WANSON members of the committee on the part of the enatc. 

PETITIO~S AND MEMORIALS 

Mr. VANDENBERG pre ented a petition of unclry citizens 
of D troit, Mich., praying for the pa. age of legi lation granting 
incr a· d pen:ion to Spani h War veteran , whieh wa · ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Ile al o presented a letter in the nature of a memorial from 
the board of commerce of aginaw, Mich., r mon. trnting a~ain._ t 
the pu age of legislation to provide for the ~tablishment of 
~hipping commi ioners at ports on the Great Lake , which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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